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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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 fills an important gap by prioritizing species and habitats for conservation in a poorly studied Himalayan region. The clear framework and results offer practical guidance for conservation planning. Its findings can help inform local management decisions and support future ecological research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It accurately reflects the scope and objectives of the study.

If a shorter alternative is needed, consider:
"Conservation Prioritization of Plant Species and Habitats in Outer Seraj, Western Himalayas
	

	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 generally comprehensive and covers the study’s objectives, methods, main findings, and significance. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the methodology (e.g., field sampling and CPI calculation), and by clarifying the broader implications for conservation planning. There is also some repetition of plant species lists that can be condensed.

Suggested revision:

· Add a short phrase about the methodology (e.g., “using quantitative field surveys and Conservation Priority Index analysis”).

· Condense the listing of species and focus on the main conservation priorities.

· Conclude with a statement on how these results inform future conservation strategies
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study uses appropriate and accepted quantitative methods for ecological assessment, including systematic sampling and the Conservation Priority Index (CPI). Data collection and analysis are well-documented, and the conclusions are supported by the results. The scientific approach is methodical and consistent with standards in the field of conservation biology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and include both foundational and recent studies relevant to conservation and Himalayan biodiversity. The manuscript cites key sources up to the early 2020s, which demonstrates currency.

Suggestions (optional):
To further strengthen the manuscript, the authors may consider including recent global or regional studies on conservation prioritization or the use of quantitative indices, if available. No specific essential references are missing, but integrating very recent literature (from the last 2–3 years) on conservation frameworks could add further value.
	

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


	The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is understandable and follows the conventions of scientific writing. However, some sentences could be made more concise, and minor grammatical improvements would enhance clarity and readability. Overall, the English is acceptable but could benefit from light editing for style and fluency
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	Are there ethical issues in
 this manuscript? 


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