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	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 of pure zoology is in need of the day, as our species diversity is threatened today by developmental activities and the loss of habitat for flora and fauna.  Birds play an important role in the ecological balance of biodiversity. Therefore documentation of diversity at species level will support in conservation effort. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is fine.
	

	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 findings reveal a high level of avian abundance and diversity in the study area. ………The abundance data or diversity index is not provided in the results and discussion. Furthermore, the number of only 55 species is not a good indicator of the rich bird diversity, as the study area covers 20.16 km². The abstract needs to be revised. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Need some updating/rectification:
1. Introduction:
The introduction does not provide information on avian diversity in India, on work done locally, or on any previous work in the area. Needs rectification and revision as per the title of the manuscript 
2. Study area- Description of the study area is not satisfying- needs revision

Further, the study area must have a separate heading with some more details, with proper maps.

3. Methodology: Needs to be updated and revised
Methodology does not looks scientific. Proper reference is lacking.

Only one reference (Bourlière 1985) provided that, too, is confusing. Suggestion of some reference- 
Manakadan, R., Daniel, J.C., & Bhopale, N. (2011). Birds of the Indian Subcontinent, A Field Guide, Bombay Natural History Society.

Grimmett R., Inskipp C., Inskipp T. (2011). Helm Field Guide.Birds of the Indian Subcontinent. Second Edition, Oxford University Press.

4. Result and Discussion:

The checklist of bird species provided in Table 1, looks to be very simple. Does not provide a slandered format for research publication—needs revision. 
Order and status for abundance of birds is missing. 

Further, during one-year survey, as the study area extends over 20.16 km², only 55 species of birds were documented, which looks confusing  

Species names of Gyps vulture, aeruginosus is not correct. It is Gyps bengalensis. So other genus and species names of bird need to be revised.

All the genus and species need to be revised, one recent reference is provided below:

Praveen J., & Jayapal, R. (2023). Checklist of the birds of India (v7.0). Website: http://www.indianbirds.in/india/ [Date of publication: 28 February 2023].


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference provided in the manuscript are not sufficient and needs updating. 

Further the reference are not in APA format. 

Reference provided (Page- 8 & 9) should be in alphabetical order.
1. Many reference are not provided in the Reference part:

Page-1
Clements, 2007. - reference required

Ornithologiae in 1676 – reference required


Carl Linnaeus in 1758- reference required



Sibley and Ahlquist titled Phylogeny and Classification of Birds (1990). – reference required
Page-2
Mayur S., 2024;-  reference required

Bhivate & Patil, 2016--- reference need to be revised



Dhaybar Ganesh Balasaheb,2022- reference not in APA format
Sk Imran, 2025). - reference not in APA format

Page- 3
Bourlière 1985.—confusing reference. Few suggestion for new reference is given below: 

Manakadan, R., Daniel, J.C., & Bhopale, N. (2011). Birds of the Indian Subcontinent, A Field Guide, Bombay Natural History Society.

Grimmett R., Inskipp C., Inskipp T. (2011). Helm Field Guide.Birds of the Indian Subcontinent. Second Edition, Oxford University Press.

Page 7-
Sunny B. Bhivate (2016) – reference confusion


	

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


	Satisfactory, but the language and grammatical portions need to be checked.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the article needs to be corrected and updated scientifically.  

Some graphs of data is required for the result, eg, Graph of number of Families, number of genus, species, abundance…etc. will make the article informative.
The author has not provided the status of the bird as per the IUCN Red List and the Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972 (Amended, 2022). Incorporating these statuses into the manuscript will make the article more informative. 

The conclusion provided by the author does not reflect the result. The number of species, 55, is not a good indicator of the rich diversity of birds, as the study area extends over 20.16 km²
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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