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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.


	I think the topic of the paper is interesting. The experiments are perhaps valid, but we do not have enough data to judge how many nests of each type were included and the take up. But there are several issues that are highlighted in the boxes below.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too generic and could seem to apply to many studies on artificial nests. It mentions "Conservation Potential" but the paper provides few concrete conservation implications. As the study is quite site specific, perhaps a title along the lines of: 
Preferences of Bird Species for Artificial Nests Made from Natural Materials in Southern Odisha, India", or "Evaluating Bird Species Acceptance of Naturally Constructed Artificial Nests: A Study from Kalahandi, India", would more accurately reflect the specific focus, methodology, and location of the research.

	

	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 a bit too long and looks like an introduction rather than a summary of the study. There is a strong element of repetition, using different wording and does not really focus on the specific study that was conducted. In the abstract (as well as in the paper), one expects to see some detail of numbers and percentages. How many nests were occupied? The results are vague: “various bird species displayed distinct preferences" without giving specific numbers or percentages of nest occupancy. The words "conservation potential" are mentioned in the title and key words, but the abstract does not give any results of this.

There are shifting language styles, active and passive voice, and some sentences are too complex.

This abstract would, overall, benefit from being more focused on the specific research conducted rather than general information about bird nests.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The introduction makes important statements that are not supported by any references: "Some studies have indicated that utilising artificial materials... can be advantageous, while other findings suggest these materials may not be appropriate." Should there not be references for these opposing statements?

When speaking about: utilising artificial materials... can be advantageous, while other findings suggest these materials may not be appropriate,” and later saying “The majority of the workers indicated that utilising artificial materials... negatively impacts the birds”, isn’t this a generalization? Some birds may be OK with artificial materials, others not. 

The paper states that 118 nests were built and tested, but there is very limited detail about observation methods, duration, or frequency.
The paper does not describe how the authors determined that a bird "preferred" a nest versus merely visited it. T
Isn’t the scope of the paper to see whether nests were used or not?

In 2.2 it is said that twelve types of nests were categorised, but there are 14 images of different nests. Is there something missing / extra? How do the 14 pictures correlate with the 12 nest types listed in Table 1?

Table one is not labelled clearly enough. How many nests of each were installed and how many were occupied? Does preferred mean used, occupied? We know 12 types of nests, but we do not know how many of each were installed. 
It is not clear is why nest boxes (there are various types) were not used and artificial nests were created. Nothing wrong with this experiment, but on our side of the world, we create nest boxes in which birds build their nests. Can this be an idea for future research? Supplying some nest boxes to see whether preferences change? Nest boxes need to be cleaned out each year, so birds build nests again.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is not clear what referencing style the author/authors use. 

A mis of ‘old’ sources were quoted along more recent ones showing a latitude of material being read. But there is inconsistent formatting of journal names, and book titles are italicized, others not.  There is also inconsistency in the use of abbreviations in journal names, some are abbreviated others are given in full. There is also a seeming inconsistency in the capitalization of titles, some used title case (e.g., 8), some use sentence case and some use all capitals (eg. 34). There are inconsistencies in the way page numbers are given, some use "pp." before page numbers while others just list the page numbers. Publisher information is also inconsistent, some references include publisher location, others just the publisher’s name.
	

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


	It makes alternative use of active and passive voice throughout. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	I think this is a valuable study overall. I am curious to know why different types of nest boxes were not considered. Birds hardly ever use the same nest again (unless they are resident birds that use the same. So, lack of uptake of some of the nests could have been because birds don’t use a nest twice?

These species that used nests provided (Red Munia, Greater Coucal, House Sparrow, and Indian Robin), are they species known to use the same nest or the nest of other species?
The conclusion states: “The gradual acceptance of artificial nests highlights the potential of such installations in supporting bird populations, particularly in areas where natural habitats are declining.” If natural habitats decline, it is pointless having a nest site if the species will not find food to rear its chicks and survive. 
Section 2.2 fibers should be fibres. There are other typos that should be seen to. With some revisions, this work can be better.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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? 


	I do not see ant ethical issues really.
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