
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_4509

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Adverse environmental condition causes shifting of behaviour of Tetraponera sp (slender ants) from aggressive, ecological dominance to resource partitioning, coexistence with other arthropods pest of Cocos nucifera L. Plant

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The manuscript important because :

1. provide information about shifting of insect (Tetraponera sp) behaviour in respons to environment change

2. this might be the first report of Tetraponera sp (slender ants) attack on Cocos nucifera   
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title too long. Alternative title : The first report of Tetraponera sp temporary attack and be the dominant pest on Cocos nucifera
	

	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.


	No, some improvement should be made. Unfortunatelly, I am not sure weather this manuscript meet the journal requirement because the sample size only 2 coconut plants.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The idea was good in capturing a change of insect behaviour after adverse environment change but the research did not scientifically conducted. Observation and measurement only done based on 2 sample units, the possible high variation might be present and I'm not sure if the sample unit will represent the population. Sampling method was not explained. No, photograph provided to support the data, evidence and discussion. Incorrect data presentation (in Table 2) as contrary to those written in result and discussion. Very little narrative. The possible reasons why these insects chose coconut plants as hosts compared to other plants in the research location were not mentioned or explained. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are manay recently sufficient references available anywhere, for instance:
1. Faezah Syukriah Sabtu, Abdul Hafiz Ab Majid, Ecological factors affecting host plant and shelter preferences of Tetraponera rufonigra (Hymenoptera: Formicidae) in urban ecosystem, Journal of Asia-Pacific Entomology, Volume 21, Issue 3, 2018, Pages 778-785, ISSN 1226-8615, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aspen.2018.05.012.

2. Ants, Assam, Habitatwise distribution, Kholahat reserve forest. Habitat wise distribution of ants with special reference to their host plants in Kholahat Reserve Forest, Assam, India. J Entomol Zool Stud 2022;10(2):118-123. DOI: 10.22271/j.ento.2022.v10.i2b.8977
3. Faezah Syukriah Sabtu, Abdul Hafiz Ab Majid,Genetic variation and population structure of the arboreal bicolored ant Tetraponera rufonigra Jerdon from selected urban locations in eastern Penang Island, Malaysia, Journal of Asia-Pacific Entomology, Volume 20, Issue 4, 2017, Pages 1350-1357, ISSN 1226-8615, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aspen.2017.10.003.
4. https://ojs.untika.ac.id/index.php/faperta/article/download/415/354/2877
5. Yumoto, T., Maruhashi, T. Pruning behavior and intercolony competition of Tetraponera (Pachysima) aethiops (Pseudomyrmecinae, Hymenoptera) in Barteria fistulosa in a tropical forest, Democratic Republic of Congo. Ecol Res 14, 393–404 (1999). https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1440-1703.1999.00307.x
6. Chomicki G, Renner SS. 2017 The interactions of ants with their biotic environment. Proc. R. Soc. B 284: 20170013. http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2017.0013
	

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


	Good but improvement needed
	

	Optional/General comments


	The idea was good, research seem does not follow scientific principles, data and discussion do not match, very little narrative.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Anak Agung Istri Kesumadewi

	Department of Reviewer
	Agriculture Faculty

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Udayana University

	Country of Reviewer
	Indonesia

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Lecturer

	Email ID of Reviewer
	aai-kesumadewi@live.com; agungkesumadewi@unud.ac.id

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Soil biology, soil biotechnology, applied soil ecology, soil fertility, soil bidiversity


