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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 valuable baseline information on ant diversity across urban and peri-urban habitats of Bolpur–Shantiniketan, West Bengal. Studies addressing urban gradients in eastern India remain relatively limited, and this work contributes meaningful region-specific data that may support future biodiversity monitoring and ecological assessments. By comparing species richness and diversity across three habitat types, the study enhances our understanding of how urbanization influences ant community structure. The findings also offer practical implications for conserving green and semi-natural habitats within expanding urban landscapes.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title clearly reflects the focus, geographic scope, and taxonomic group under study. It is precise and informative.

A minor refinement could be:

“Ant Faunal Diversity across Urban and Peri-Urban Habitats of Bolpur–Shantiniketan, West Bengal (Hymenoptera: Formicidae)”


	

	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 clear and concise, and it summarizes the major findings effectively. However, it would benefit from briefly mentioning the sampling duration and total number of individuals recorded. Additionally, including one sentence highlighting the ecological significance of higher diversity in peri-urban areas would strengthen its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of taxonomic identification, sampling approach, and use of diversity indices. The application of the Shannon–Wiener index is appropriate for assessing habitat-level diversity. However, some clarifications would improve methodological transparency:

· Specify whether sampling effort was standardized across habitats.

· Provide more detail on pitfall trap number, placement, and duration.

· Consider including an evenness index for more comprehensive diversity interpretation.

· Ensure consistency in figure numbering and labeling.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include both foundational taxonomic works and recent regional studies (up to 2025). The inclusion of multiple studies from West Bengal strengthens the regional context of the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and well organized. However, minor grammatical corrections and stylistic refinements are needed. Some sentences require restructuring for clarity, and minor typographical errors should be corrected. A round of professional language editing is recommended prior to final acceptance.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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