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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript demonstrates how stable isotope tools can inform wildlife management, migration connectivity, food web dynamics and contaminant pathways. Its findings are directly applicable to biodiversity conservation and environmental change research, increasing its practical and policy relevance. Besides, by explicitly addressing the Indian context, the manuscript fills a notable knowledge gap and highlights opportunities for isotope-based research in South Asian ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is catchy and engaging. However, the use of ‘Invisible Cues’ does not really searchable as search engines prioritise on technical terms early in the title. The term does not signal ecology or conservation. Lead with the technical terms. You may keep the creative words as the subtitle. For example “Stable Isotopes Analysis in Ecology: Invisible cues from a scientific review”. 
	

	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 scientifically sound and clearly explained. It provides a coherent overview and appropriately highlights methodological advances. Besides it balances the global perspectives with focused discussion on the Indian context. Overall, the abstract portrays a well-written and up-to-date overview and suitable for international ecology or conservation journal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and robust. Instead of only summarising studies, the manuscript critically addresses limitations while discussing modern solutions (CSIA, Bayesian mixing models). This reflects mature scientific writing rather than descriptive reporting. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references demonstrates a good balance between global literature and Indian studies, which strengthen the regional context of the review.

	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, formal academic English, with appropriate use of technical terminology related to isotope ecology. 

	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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