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	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 work contributes baseline ecological information on habitat preference, spatial distribution, and associated threats in a fragmented landscape matrix. Such documentation is valuable for regional conservation planning and for understanding the ecological role of small ungulates in anthropogenically influenced forest patches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and location of the study.
Suggested alternative title:
“Habitat Use and Spatial Distribution of the Indian Chevrotain (Moschiola indica) in a Semi-natural Landscape of the Bhadra Wildlife Sanctuary Buffer Zone, Karnataka”
	

	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 informative but requires linguistic refinement and clearer presentation of quantitative findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design using camera traps and indirect sign surveys is methodologically appropriate for detecting cryptic, nocturnal ungulates. The deployment strategy and study duration are acceptable for a baseline survey.
However, several scientific aspects require clarification or strengthening:

The term “density map” is used, but no formal occupancy modeling or spatial statistical framework is described.
The study does not estimate abundance; the authors correctly acknowledge this limitation.
The discussion occasionally overextends interpretations (e.g., ecological role and conservation implications) beyond the scope of the collected data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely relevant and include foundational works on occupancy modeling, camera trapping, and chevrotain ecology. However:
Some citations are inconsistently formatted.
A few references appear repeated (e.g., Kumbhar et al. 2013).
Citation formatting requires careful revision for uniformity.
	

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


	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, punctuation inconsistencies, and sentence construction issues.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion section would benefit from stronger comparison with similar studies in the Western Ghats.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No direct ethical issues are evident from the manuscript. The study employed non-invasive camera trapping and indirect sign surveys. However, the manuscript should explicitly state whether necessary permissions were obtained from forest authorities or institutional ethics committees.
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