Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Biotechnology Journal International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BJI_148880

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Study On The Diversity Of Birds in Bhosari, Taluka Haveli, District Pune

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	The study contributes baseline information on the avifaunal diversity of Bhosari, a rapidly urbanizing landscape in Pune District. Baseline inventories are important for understanding how urban expansion affects local biodiversity. The manuscript fills a regional data gap and can support local conservation planning and future long term monitoring programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested improvement: “Assessment of Avian Diversity in Bhosari, Haveli Taluka, Pune District, Maharashtra”.
	

	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 descriptive but lacks of essential elements: No mention of methodology (survey method, duration, sampling frequency), No summary of key findings (dominant families, key species, ecological interpretations), No quantitative metrics. The authors should revise it to include methodological and result-oriented details.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript requires major revision due to multiple scientific inconsistencies: Several species names misspelled or outdated. Incorrect family names and Taxonomic errors. Lack of statistical analysis and Methods insufficiently described. Introduction too long with unrelated taxonomic history further more Discussion repeats result without deeper interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several in-text citations are missing from the reference list or do not match. Examples: Mayur (2024) – missing, Sibley & Ahlquist (1990) – missing, Thakar (2014) vs 2024 mismatch. The references require complete APA-style editing. 
	

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


	Requires major editing for grammar, clarity, and scientific writing structure.
grammar issues and unstructured sentences make assessment difficult.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are certain points need to be addressed. 1. Table formatting inconsistent. 2. Scientific names not italicized. 3. Genus names not capitalized 4. Recommendations for improving figures and adding maps. 5. Need a proper standardized checklist following IOC or eBird taxonomy.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical concerns are apparent, as the study is observational and non-invasive.
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