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	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 presents interesting information about a group of ants (unfortunately not determined to species) and their behaviour and ability to use another plant as a resource, becoming a facultative pest for a plant with different uses.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A title should be short. An adjustment is proposed
	

	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.


	Was modified

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has the ideas present, but it needs to be structured for a more fluid and coherent reading.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The most recent reference is from 2019 and the rest are quite old. To give more importance to the plant it affects, it is suggested to include a current economic value of coconut for the region. Tatraponera has more literature, the authors can also rely on general literature of the subfamily Pseudomyrmecinae
	

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


	It is suggested to review the final grammar in detail
	

	Optional/General comments
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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? 


	NO

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NO
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No evidence found
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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)
	Serious Major revision


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



	
	Author’s Feedback

	Address the M&M part, since it is not clear in which area was worked, the economic value of the plant for the area (this could serve to attribute a data of economic loss), if they were samples or a census. If there is an effect on other organisms, a correlation test can be performed to have a mathematical data that is better supported. The others use the question of poison a lot, which does not really apply, since all ants with stingers have their type of poison, and it has co-evolved to affect other organisms. As a result, the discussion will likely change and become more robust. I think that they can improve this work a lot and give it a greater value. 
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