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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 (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.

	
	

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

	The title accurately reflects the content, study focus, and geographical context. It is concise and appropriate for a book chapter.
Optional minor suggestion (not mandatory):
“Throughfall and Stemflow-Mediated Nutrient Fluxes in a Subtropical Forest of Manipur, NE 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 largely comprehensive and clearly outlines the objectives, methodology, and major findings. However, it would benefit from minor refinement: Briefly indicate the methodological approach (field-based monitoring). Clarify the ecological implication of nitrogen retention and potassium leaching in one concluding sentence. Correct minor grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., “leaching accounts and input-output ratios was estimated” → “were estimated”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	If available add references within last 5 years. Correct inconsistencies in citation formatting (e.g., Kellman et al., 1982).
Remove duplication of Likens & Bormann (1995) appearing twice in different formats.
Standardize book and journal reference styles.

	

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

	The language is understandable but requires minor to moderate editing.
Grammatical errors and long sentences in Introduction and Discussion.
Repetition of phrases and minor inconsistencies in tense.
Some typographical errors (e.g., spacing, capitalization).





	

	Optional/General comments

	
Tables are clear and appropriately presented; however, table captions could be more descriptive.
The conclusion effectively summarizes findings but can be shortened slightly to avoid repetition.
A brief statement on implications for watershed or forest management would further strengthen the chapter.
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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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