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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.

	This manuscript provides critical baseline information on the current population status and distribution of the Travancore tortoise (Indotestudo travancorica), a vulnerable chelonian species endemic to the Western Ghats of India. By combining field surveys with distributional mapping, the study offers valuable insights into population trends and priority conservation areas. The findings will serve as a vital reference for researchers, conservationists, and policy-makers engaged in the long-term preservation of this species and its ecosystem.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	However, the old title seems unsuitable due to insufficient samples and limited methods, so the new title is suggested as follows: “Preliminary Assessment of the Population Status and Distribution of the Travancore Tortoise, Indotestudo travancorica, in the Western Ghats of 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 quite comprehensive with only some wording edited. Details are in the attached file.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	-The experimental methodology appears to be somewhat problematic as the sampling period is three years, with each year taking only 15 days, or only one field trip per year, and therefore the sample does not cover the entire year or all seasons.
- A questionnaire is used but it does not show what types of questions it has, how many respondents it has, how important the answers are, how it is used, this section is not yet visible in the manuscript.
- Morphological data are measured but no mention is made of the measurement method, the instrument used, the number of samples measured, the characteristics used for analysis or the measurements, but the data are presented immediately. Here, the author should edit or add more details to make it comprehensive and clear.
- To make research on animal populations and status more reliable, systematic trapping, radio telemetry, and data collection covering the entire year or all seasons would be more appropriate. The author should consider this issue.
- The author should state the criteria used to assess the status of an animal in a species that is considered endangered or common. The identification should include references to reliable sources or research.
- More details are mentioned in the manuscript, please check the attached file.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	-Please ensure that the reference format is consistent with the journal's format.
-There are few references and the research is a bit old.
	

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

	I would recommend that the author find a native speaker to check his English first as there are many incorrect words or sentences.
	

	Optional/General comments

	- It should be improved. It is advisable to find an expert or researcher in this specific field to read, edit, and provide feedback to make the article flow more smoothly for academic purposes.
-Improved images and tables to be clearer and more meaningful.
- Collapse the map into a single image but show the entire area clearly.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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