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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 (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 offers empirical evidence on the high biomass and carbon storage capacity of sacred groves; strengthen the argument for incorporating indigenous protected forest patches management into conservation and climate strategies; provides  baseline date for the area forest carbon accounting.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Tree diversity, biomass, and carbon storage in sacred groves of the Shivalik foothills, Garhwal Himalaya, India
	

	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 clearly structured but it needs some grammatical corrections (e.g., “ware located”); omitting unit repetitions (e.g., Mg C Mg ha-1), briefly stating key assumptions (BEF, 50% carbon fraction), and adding 1 to 2 sentences on why this study matters beyond the local scale for sustainable forest conservation, accounting, and policy. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study addressed critical issue, applied comprehensive indices, and the findings implied policy relevance. Yet the study relied on fixed assumptions without uncertainty analysis and therefore, it need to discuss uncertainty sources and justify constant parameters; it also need to strengthen theoretical and policy relevance in the discussion section and mention explicitly the limitations and future research needs..
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some older sources should be complemented with post 2020 global syntheses.
	

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


	It needs minor language editing, condensation, and shortening of long sentences. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall comments: 
· consider shortening Title by omitting redundancy

· explicitly state the study broader implications

· condense methodological background and state the criteria for selecting the four sacred groves 

· discuss uncertainty sources and justify 

· condense repetitive descriptions in the results

· enhance discussion on management and policy implications  in the discussion sections

· clarify the limitations, lessons, and future research directions in the conclusion

· edit minor format inconsistences
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