
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5817

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Ant faunal Diversity in Urban and Peri-Urban Habitats of Bolpur–Shantiniketan, West Bengal (Hymenoptera: Formicidae)

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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 is valuable in the sense that it gives baseline information on the ant diversity in Bolpur-Shantiniketan, where not many studies have been done. Urban ecology is becoming a growing field of study, and ants are excellent ecological indicators. The urban core, urban green, and peri-urban habitats are compared, which is beneficial to comprehend the impact of urbanization. The results can be used in the ecological control and conservation planning of eastern India in the future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clear.
However, it can be slightly improved grammatically:
	

	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 well structured. It mentions number of species, genera, subfamilies and diversity index.

However, I suggest:

· Add the sampling period (April–November 2025)

· Mention total number of individuals collected

· Add one clear concluding sentence about importance of conservation

No deletion is required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is technically correct and scientifically sound.

The sampling techniques are conventional (hand picking, trapping, sweeping, pitfalls).

It is suitable that identification keys be used (Bolton 1994; Bingham 1903).

ShannonWiener index is used appropriately.

Nevertheless, there are still a few details that should be improved:

· Work on grammar Introduction, Discussion.

· There are sentences that require editing (e.g., “Though many more to be explored...

· Numbers in figures must be checked (Fig.1 was used twice).

· Symbols (x, √, -) should be clarified in Table 1.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are good and mostly relevant to West Bengal studies.
	

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


	The language is understandable but needs improvement.
There are:

· Grammar mistakes

· Some incomplete sentences

· Minor spelling errors (e.g., “Sustaninble”, “Dyanimics”)

· Inconsistent formatting
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Provide GPS coordinates of all 10 sampling sites.

2. Mention sampling effort (number of traps, duration).

3. Add evenness index (optional but useful).

4. Improve quality of figures.

5. Add one small paragraph comparing results with similar urban studies in India.

The study is valuable and publishable after minor revision.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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