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	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.


	1. The assessment of Narva project is to establish its impact on the habitants

2. To create another type of project in another different areas for habitants socio-economic 

3. For research emulation purposes

4. To create scientific study sites for students and researchers. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable but with little modification as follows: Impact of ‘Narva’ on ecology and socio-economic status of Bhoramdeo Wildlife Sanctuary of Chhattisgarh.
	

	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.


	Yes there should be addition how the study was carried especially the methods and materials used.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but with much efforts to put it in a good perspective. As it is now, it needs much correction and standard arrange on how journal papers are presented.
	

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

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


	There are lots of disjointed sentences, these need to be read and corrected accordingly. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study does not address socio-economic, only ecology. The literature was mixed with materials and methods this needs to be separated. And again, the objectives and aim of the study are not well stated, the conclusion does not match with the study. Also, the results were merged with materials and methods, likewise the recommendations not met the study objectives. 
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