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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.


	It adds to the scientific community by resampling a well-studied area but adds new habitats. By adding in a new annually burned savanna study area, it contradicts previous studies about ant richness and abundance. It elaborates on the affect of fire disturbances and regimes on ants. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	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.


	It summarizes the article well. I would suggest adding the location of the research facility like the country and continent.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, however there could be further explanations on the statistical testing and more details about the calculations for table 2.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is a decent amount of recent citations. 
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The elaborations seemed very surface level. You could connect these thoughts to your citations because it seemed like you relied heavily on your citations. Most of my comments are related to “why do you think that” to get additional information to make this a more robust article. I also suggest relating your conclusion back to your introduction to create an uniformed narrative. Overall, the paper was insightful.
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