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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript would be crucial in explaining the role of soil macro invertebrates and the effects of their invasion by predators on their ecological functions. The manuscript also provides a detailed list functional community and their structure in the forest being studied.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is a bit long. Should be about 21 words. Consider using words like “threatened” to give a clear understanding on effects of predation.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is well arranged. Consider writing Aim instead of ‘Aims’. The Place and duration of study should be replaced by ‘Study site’. Delete too much repetitions in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The structure is okay with key components needed. However, the author has too many complicated sentence structures that may need to be reviewed to communicate clear.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are good in number but some of them are too old. References should be less than ten years old i.e. should have been published from 2015 to date and not otherwise. Some of the most recent articles that can be used include Lee et al., (2022) Invasion of the little fire ant W. auropunctata in Taiwan and another one is Impact of Argentine ants on invertebrate communities with below ground consequeces by Stanley & Ward (2024) among others.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	There is need to review the sentence structures and punctuation through out the paper. So many spelling errors detected. For instance use of quadrates instead of ‘quadrats’. The author also keeps talking about not-invasive instead of non-invasive species. Some sentences are too long that the message becomes too hard to understand. Consider breaking the sentences into simpler phrases that can be easily read and understood. An example is this one here “In each sampling point, three parallel transects of 1x50 m each (separated from each other by a 10 m space) and each overlapping the plantations and the secondary forest, were delimited, making a total of 3x33=99 transects in all collection points (the 1st transect for the baiting capture, the 2nd for the pitfall trappings, and the 3rd for the hand-picking collection).” The word each is used severally in the same sentence which is grammatically in correct. Check for such mistakes throughout the paper. Talk about specimen instead of ‘specimens’
	

	Optional/General comments


	The specimen identification section has too many overlaid phrases thus making it hard to understand how it was done. There are too many intext citations in between the sentences. Consider removing the old ones ad arrange the citations from the oldest to the new one. For instance (Olu et al., 2020; Smith et al., 2023). The word et al should be italized as done in the sentence before this one.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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