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The paper was trying to debunk the hypothesis put forward by McDonald and
Brown in the paper entitled “Using montane mammals to model extinctions due
to global change”. The author gave valid arguments and predicted that existing
models of extinction must look forward to additional studies of ancient and
present species distributions.
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The paper was trying to discuss the paper entitled "nested subset model” by
Patterson & Atmar. The author presented some ideas and tried to introduce his
definitions of nestedness parameters — “widespread species may be absent from
otherwise rich faunas (holes), and uncommon species may occur in depauperate
faunas (outliers)”. He still failed to give a valid argument to substantiate the
nestedness model.
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The author presented his paper describing a perfect nestedness scenario in the
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analysis.
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This paper has been the most acceptable in addressing what constitutes
nestedness. The authors argued that nestedness needs to be analysed and
interpreted carefully, especially in an applied conservation context. They
proposed alternative conservation models which consider the various ecological
parameters are likely to be more informative for conservation management than
nestedness analyses.



