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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 provides a comprehensive synthesis of the ecological significance of forest streams in the Western Ghats, a globally recognized biodiversity hotspot. By integrating research on hydrology, water quality, macroinvertebrates, endemic flora and fauna, riparian vegetation, and unique ecosystems like Myristica swamps, it highlights both the ecological integrity and the increasing anthropogenic pressures faced by these streams.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. 
	

	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 provides a good overview of the manuscript however it could be more comprehensive and concise with clearer structure. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally good and relevant; however, they are not sufficient, and several of the references cited are quite outdated. It is recommended to include more recent studies. Additionally, some paragraphs in the manuscript are presented without any citations, which weakens the credibility. 
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable; however, it requires minor language editing to improve clarity and there are so many grammatical errors that need to be corrected. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some points in the manuscript are repeated, where two or more authors convey the same message, they can be cited together to avoid redundancy. 
The figure number and the labelling should go below the figure. 

The source should be cited well instead of simply writing internet. 

The manuscript lacks logical flow between sentences and paragraphs. 

I recommend that this manuscript be considered for publication after minor revision. 


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Kezang Wangmo, Royal University of Bhutan, Bhutan

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

