Dear Reviewer 3
Following are our responses to your question and suggestion. Thank you very much for your valuable response to improving the manuscript. 

Abstract:  This section looks very small.
In the first line after introduction of animals, please give economic importance value of studies animals in the study region and internationally if any. Correlation of selected variables was not determined. This must be mentioned with r value in this section. Relative contribution of variables for model building must be given in this section. At line 26 authors must give suggestions for relative stockholders for conservation of the animals. Methodology must be increased in the initial lines of this section. Technical names of the studied animals must be etalic and with author name and year at least one time 
In the abstract, several revisions have been made, namely explaining the importance of the endangered anoa, the methodology used, the environmental variables that have a high influence on modeling, the best results based on AUC values, and indications regarding the influence of anoa behavior on the variables used. As for the correlation between variables, explanations and tables have been added on lines 142-149.

Introduction
1. Line authors must add more review of studies where such animals have been modeled for habitat suitability analysis in different countries.
2. Line 61-62 please check grammer of this sentence according to the situation please.
3. Line 61-72 theme of these lines seems almost similar. You have repeated the things again and again in these lines. Please rewrite these lines and summarize your theme.
In the introduction chapter several sentences have been rewritten where the last 2 paragraphs explain the purpose of this research, namely the comparison of the potential habitat models of Mountain Anoa and Lowland Anoa using 2 methods, namely Random Forest and Maximum Entropy, and comparing the training-testing ratio of the datasets used. Meanwhile, the output of this research is expected to provide recommendations for Anoa conservation efforts with habitat suitability for these animals.

Materials and Methods
1. Line 75b to 79 need proper citation.
2. Line 83-92 methodology followed need citation.
3. Line 96-97 need rewrite up. Grammer issue here.
4. Line 100-101 need rewrite up. Grammer issue here.
5. Line 100-130 please give citations for methodologies followed.
6. Line 131 please add hoe best algorithm was selected .On which criteria??????????.
Thank you for your review. We have added citations to the relevant paragraphs, and some sentences have been revised. For the criteria, the results of the Mountain Anoa and Lowland Anoa potential habitat models were analyzed based on the best algorithm from AUC values close to 1 [6] (lines 155-157).

Results
1. Line 163, 173 Bubalus quarlesi must be etalic.
2. All of your discussion part must be added to result section.
Discussion:
This part is lacking in this manuscript. It must be written again by adding relationship of the variables with the biology of the animals and must be compared with the results of most closely related animal groups. Whole of this part is result of the study and must be written again. Comparison of the results with related studies is totally lacking.
Thanks for the reminder, we have changed the Latin species names to italic and the previous discussion section has been included in the best results sub chapter in the results chapter. As for the discussion, there is a discussion of the best variables that support model formation, as well as explaining the comparison of the use of RF and MaxEnt methods supported by previous research.

Conclusions
Most of this part seems the repetition of the results. Rewrite it again. In the last part of this section please add gaps of the study and suggestions for conservation of these animals based on your results.
In the conclusion section, recommendations have been added regarding Anoa conservation, namely in lines 344-346 regarding Information from the habitat modeling study of Mountain Anoa and Lowland Anoa can be used by IUCN in collaboration efforts with communities or NGOs and advocacy for the conservation of endangered animals.
