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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.


	The manuscript is scientifically interesting and has potential. The authors present a study of lichen genera in forest‑fringe villages. They surveyed lichens, identified genera, growth forms, substrate associations and compared richness and habitat specificity among villages.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is acceptable. Possibly add “genera‐level” to make clearer the scale.
	

	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.
	In abstract, adding numbers: e.g. “A total of 30 genera belonging to 15 families were recorded” is good; maybe also mention total number of sampling points or total specimens (if collected) so the scale is clearer.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientifically is correct, but I point out strengths, scientific issues  suggestions for improvements, and finally a recommendation

The introduction is generally good. It is necessary to define clearly what is meant by “forest‐fringe villages” ecologically what gradient (distance from forest?), what human influence, etc.
Materials and Methodes

Sampling design: clarify how many replicates per substrate, per village. How were plots/transects selected? Uniform spacing? Random?

Time of sampling(s): which months or seasons? Since lichens can respond to seasonal climate, details are important.

Environmental variables: measure or at least record temperature, humidity, canopy cover, disturbance level, substrate characteristics (e.g. bark pH, rock chemistry). If not done, note as limitation.

Taxonomic identification: since only genera are identified, indicate whether voucher specimens are deposited in a herbarium, whether identification was confirmed by one expert.
Data Analysis

Include diversity indices (e.g. Shannon’s H, Simpson’s D) to assess not just richness but evenness / dominance. Use statistical tests to compare richness among villages and among substrate types.

Results

The tables are informative but could be improved: ensure clarity of substrate status, growth‐form, phorophyte. Some cells have “‑” which may mean “not recorded” or “absent” – clarify. Include sample sizes.

* Figures: map is good; graphical presentation of richness among villages (bar charts), substrate preferences, etc., would help.

Discussion

Ensure that comparisons are with similar ecosystems; sometimes the authors compare with wildlife sanctuaries or protected forests, which may differ greatly from forest‐fringe villages in terms of disturbance.

Temper claims: when saying “significant variations”, “dominance”, or “reflects undisturbed microhabitats”, make sure warranted by data. If disturbance was measured, mention it.

 Conclusion

The conclusion is reasonable. Might add specific recommendations: for example, which genera appear promising as bioindicators; suggestions on which environmental variables should be monitored

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference list needs careful editing for consistency and correctness. Please check that (all author names are complete; years and publication status are correct; volume, issue, and page numbers are included; scientific names are italicized; titles are in consistent capitalization; DOIs are accurate; web‐based sources include “accessed date.” Also verify whether “in press” or preprint references are allowed per the journal’s guidelines.
	

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


	The article language  is  adapted for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically interesting and has potential, but requires substantial improvement in methodological clarity, statistical analysis, cautious presentation of claims, and some clarifications of data and terminology before it is suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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