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the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
 
No. The number of references listed are only 37, while many more are referred in the text. 
Being a review article, on such a broad topic of birds of agroecosystems, the review could 
be improved by including more recent papers.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

Yes 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 Under the introduction part, the manuscript claims that “suggestions are made for future 

research on bird conservation strategies”. However, this is not given anywhere and should 
be added. 

 Reference list is incomplete. Several References cited in the text (Eg: Merino and 
Nogueras, 2003, Merin and Nogueras, 2003, Richard et al., 2021, Balasubramanyan and 
Imran Khan, 2016, Pejchar et al., 2008, Tabur et al., 2010... etc) are not given in the 
reference list. Please check thoroughly and update the reference list by including all the 
references cited in the manuscript. 

 Being a review article, in the absence of complete reference list, I found it very difficult to 
review the manuscript. 
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