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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.
	Even though the study is localized, still it can contribute to the scientific community, since it provides valuable insights into how plantation age affects biodiversity. Understanding these dynamics is crucial for sustainable plantation management and conservation of soil biodiversity in agroecosystems. Additionally, the research provides a basis for comparing managed ecosystems to natural forests in terms of ecological function and resilience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes the title is suitable but I have a suggested title emphasizing age related comparison in a cleaner structure and also the type of fauna being examined (I guess based on the methods you are just looking into the macrofauna)
    Community Structure of Litter Dwelling MacroFauna Across Age-Stratified Rubber Plantations
	

	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.
	Abstract lacks implication and conclusion. See manuscript I have some comments in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate for the objectives of the study, however it should be properly check in terms of sentence structure because there are statements that are confusing, needs revision, to improve clarity, structure, and grammar to ensure scientific precision (see comments in the manuscript).

See manuscript for most detailed suggestions
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes it is sufficient. However, pls check proper writing of intext citation and also the references, I think you are following an APA format however it is not properly followed . Here are some of my observations:
	

	
	Authors Name
· Given Name should only be initials,
· There are also authors name without initials (See References)
	

	
	Darmi, Budianta, D., Sabaruddin, & Rasyid Ridho, M. (2015). Communities of ants (Hymenoptera: Formicidae) in peatland planted with oil palm stands of different age strata. Journal of Advances in Environmental Biology, 9(3), 473– 480.
	

	
	Journal Article Title
· First Letter of the Title upper case
· Highlighted in red is the title of the article which should be in lowercase unless this is proper noun.
	

	
	Sample of APA Format
	

	
	Abudin, S., Martini, M., & Nurjazuli, N. (2023). Factors that trigger cockroach density: A literature review. Majalah Kesehatan Indonesia, 4(2), 71–76. https://doi.org/10.47679/makein.2023155
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	Aminudin, Y., Lestari, P., Prasetyo, E., & Utomo, S. (2021). Abundance of soil macrofauna in post-eruption land of Mount Merapi in 2010 in Mount Merapi National Park Area.  Gorontalo  Journal of Forestry Research, 4(2), 98.
https://doi.org/10.32662/gjfr.v4i2.1658
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Need proof checking, sentence structure and grammar checking pls… see manuscript
	

	Optional/General comments
	The paper is well written, but there are suggested corrections pls see comments in the manuscript.
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	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?
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