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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 (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 is important for the scientific community as it documents a practical, institution-level biodiversity conservation model that integrates ecological restoration, sustainability practices, and educational outreach. It provides a real-world example of how biodiversity parks can enhance ecosystem services, conserve native species, and support climate adaptation within semi-urban environments. The study contributes applied knowledge that can inform similar initiatives in research institutions, universities, and urban campuses. Moreover,
it highlights the role of long-term planning and multidisciplinary approaches in biodiversity management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the core theme and case-study nature of the manuscript. However, it may be slightly improved for clarity and academic precision.
Suggested alternative title (optional):
Biodiversity Conservation and Environmental Sustainability: A Case Study of the ICAR-NAARM Campus, Hyderabad, India
	

	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 provides a broad overview of the study objectives and activities but is largely descriptive. It would benefit from clearer articulation of:
· The methodological approach used for biodiversity development and assessment
· Key outcomes or observable impacts of the biodiversity park
· The broader implications for environmental sustainability and institutional biodiversity management Condensing repetitive information and adding 1–2 sentences highlighting tangible outcomes would improve clarity and scientific value.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of ecological concepts, conservation practices, and sustainability principles. The approaches described align with established biodiversity conservation and landscape management practices. However, the scientific rigor would be strengthened by clearer methodology, defined indicators, and
some quantitative or comparative analysis to support the descriptive findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several relevant and credible sources that support the manuscript’s theme. While the foundational literature is appropriate, the inclusion of more recent studies (within the last 5–7 years) on urban
biodiversity parks, ecosystem services, and institutional sustainability initiatives would further strengthen the manuscript. Peer-reviewed journal articles should be prioritized over web sources where possible.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The overall language is understandable, but the manuscript requires moderate English language editing.
Improvements are needed in grammar, sentence structure, and academic tone to meet international scholarly standards. Careful proofreading and professional language editing are recommended prior to publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript presents a valuable and well-documented case study with strong practical relevance. With improvements in structure, analytical depth, and language quality, it has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the literature on biodiversity conservation and environmental sustainability at institutional and campus scales.
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