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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. 
 

This article is very important for scientific community. It provides deep field data helpful for the analysis 
of ecosystem balance and specially in the area where commonly human being do not used to look at. 

Thank you for your appreciation. This article contributes valuable field 
data for ecosystem balance analysis, particularly in overlooked areas, 
providing essential insights for the scientific community and 
environmental research. 

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

 

Yes the Title is suitable Thanks 

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. 

 

In the abstract, it could be useful to raise the problematic and to add recommendation Thanks 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

The manuscript scientifically correct, it follows the classic plan but need some improvements (See the 
manuscript) related to :  

1. Literature review is missing 
2. Problematic is not clear and not linked to SDGs 
3. Methodology must be more detailed  
4. Discussion need more authors for comparisons  
5. Conclusion is missing the contribution to the field of research and the recommendation 
6. References need DOI or sources  

 

Have been improved (see the manuscript) 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
 

The references are sufficient and recent but need to be wisely used in the discussion section Have been modified (see the manuscript) 

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

 

The language is acceptable Thanks 
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