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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.

	This manuscript provides important contributions to the understanding of amphibian tadpole diversity, morphology, and developmental stages in Bach Ma National Park, Vietnam. It combines morphological, rearing, and molecular approaches, which strengthens species identification and improves the reliability of larval taxonomy. The study fills an important gap in tadpole-based research in a highly diverse but under-studied region. Overall, it offers valuable baseline data that will be useful for future taxonomic, ecological, and conservation studies on amphibians.
	

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

	yes
	

	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 generally informative and covers the main components of the study, including the aim, sampling period, and key findings. However, it would benefit from revision to improve clarity, conciseness, and scientific precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and presents valuable data on amphibian tadpole diversity, morphology, and development in Bach Ma National Park. The use of combined morphological, rearing, and molecular approaches is appropriate and strengthens the reliability of species identification.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	the reference list is generally comprehensive
	

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

	
The overall English language quality is understandable and the scientific content can be followed. However, the manuscript requires noticeable language editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication. 
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