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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.


	This manuscript offers a concise and integrative overview of stable isotope analysis as a key tool in modern wildlife ecology. By synthesizing global advances alongside emerging applications from India, it highlights both the scientific maturity of the field and critical regional knowledge gaps. The review provides clear value to the scientific community by guiding future research, conservation planning, and interdisciplinary applications of isotope-based approaches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is suitable and well aligned with the scope of the manuscript, as it clearly conveys both the methodological focus (stable isotope analysis) and its application in wildlife studies.
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive and effectively summarizes the scope, methodology, key applications, and significance of the review. It clearly reflects both global and Indian perspectives on stable isotope analysis. Minor improvement could be achieved by briefly highlighting the main trends or gaps identified in the reviewed literature, but no major additions or deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and presents concepts, methodologies, and interpretations of stable isotope analysis accurately and in line with current literature. The explanations of isotopic principles, applications, and advanced analytical approaches are well supported by relevant and up-to-date references. Overall, no major scientific inaccuracies are evident, though minor refinements for clarity and consistency can further strengthen the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient, relevant, and up to date, covering both foundational and recent advancements in stable isotope ecology. The manuscript appropriately cites classic studies as well as recent literature up to 2024–2025, which strengthens its scientific credibility. No essential references appear to be missing, although inclusion of a few more recent synthesis papers on isoscapes and compound-specific isotope analysis could further enhance the review.
	

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


	Yes, the English and language quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written in an appropriate academic tone with correct technical terminology, though minor copy-editing for clarity and conciseness would further improve readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript. It is a review article based on previously published studies and does not involve new data collection, human participants, or animal experimentation.
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