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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 holds significance for the scientific community as it records the detailed feeding ecology of an Endangered primate, the Western Hoolock Gibbon, within a semi-fragmented forest environment. Ecological data specific to various species are crucial for formulating conservation strategies, restoring habitats, and developing resource protection initiatives in Northeast India. The research provides foundational data on food plant accessibility, reliance on forest types, and canopy-utilization patterns, which are vital for landscape-scale planning by conservation biologists and forest managers. The recorded seasonal and height-based distribution patterns are also important for comprehending long-term habitat sustainability.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately represents the scope and objectives of the study.
	

	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 typically concise and structured. Improvements consist of incorporating a concise explanation of the data gathering method (focal animal sampling), appending a concluding statement that emphasizes the conservation importance of the results, and maintaining a uniform format for numerical figures (e.g., percentages)


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Absolutely. The manuscript adheres to suitable ecological sampling methods, employs established behavioral techniques (Altmann 1974), and offers organized quantitative analysis. The tables for data presentation (plant species, seasonal changes, height stratification, types of vegetation) are suitable and well-organized.

Minor suggestions:

1. Provide more explanation for formulas used in Relative Proportion (RP) analysis (equations appear incomplete).

2. Improve clarity in methods by separating data collection, classification, and statistical procedures.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are comprehensive and include many recent and relevant studies (2016–2023). The authors appropriately cite foundational primate ecology literature and regional studies on Hoolock Gibbons.
Optional suggestion: Include additional literature on canopy stratification effects in primate feeding ecology from other regions.
	

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


	Overall language is suitable for scholarly publication. Minor grammatical and formatting issues should be corrected:

· Standardize scientific names (italicization).

· Improve clarity in long sentences in the Introduction and Discussion.

· Ensure consistency in tense and capitalization (e.g., “Data” section headings).
	

	Optional/General comments


	a. Figures must be numbered and positioned close to the associated text.

b. A detailed map with enhanced resolution and an explicit legend is suggested.

c. Think about including a brief segment on conservation suggestions at the conclusion of the Discussion.

d. The research offers a valuable resource for upcoming landscape-level studies on gibbon ecology.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. The study is observational, non-invasive, and conducted according to standard wildlife behavioral protocols. There are no human or animal experimentation concerns. 
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