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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 crucial insights into the feeding ecology of Hoolock Gibbons in fragmented habitats, shedding light on their dietary preferences and habitat requirements. The study's findings on the seasonal variation in food plant availability and the importance of specific forest types and tree species can inform effective conservation strategies for this vulnerable species. By highlighting the reliance of Hoolock Gibbons on diverse forest ecosystems, this research underscores the need for habitat protection and restoration efforts in Northeast India. The study's results have significant implications for the development of targeted conservation plans and management practices that prioritize the preservation of key food plant species and habitat connectivity, ultimately contributing to the long-term survival of Hoolock Gibbons in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable but too lengthy, may change the title , suggested “Food Plant Species of Hoolock Gibbons in Assam's Marat Longri Forest Complex: Distribution and Utilization Patterns”
	

	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 study, but it could be more concise and informative.
Remove the sentence on the height distribution analysis, as it's a specific result that can be discussed in the main text &  Remove the mention of the specific time frame (September 2023 to August 2024) as it's not crucial to the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, but a thorough change would require more context and expertise in the specific field of primatology and ecology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Old reference like 1974 may be deleted and References are not sufficient.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents valuable insights into the feeding ecology of Hoolock Gibbons in a fragmented habitat. The study is well-designed, and the data collection methods are suitable. The results highlight the importance of preserving diverse forest types and key food plant species for the conservation of this vulnerable species.

Some suggestions for improvement:

(i)Provide more contexts on the study site and gibbon population.

(ii) Clarify the sampling effort and data analysis methods.

(iii) Consider adding more visual aids (tables, figures) to support the results.

(iv) Emphasize the conservation implications and potential applications of the study's findings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes, the manuscript raises potential ethical concerns, as it doesn't mention obtaining necessary permits or permissions for conducting research on Hoolock Gibbons, a protected species. It's unclear if the study adhered to relevant guidelines and regulations, such as those set by the Indian Wildlife Protection Act, 1972, and the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) guidelines for primate research.

To address these concerns, the authors should:

1.Confirm whether necessary permits and approvals were obtained from relevant authorities

2. Provide details on the permits and approvals in the manuscript

3. Clarify if informed consent was obtained from relevant stakeholders, if applicable

4. Ensure that the research was conducted in an ethical and responsible manner, minimizing harm to the animals and their habitat.

The editors/reviewers should request the authors to address these concerns and provide necessary documentation to ensure the research meets ethical standards.
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