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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

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) 
 

 
 
Manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community. The research addresses 
relevant questions and provides valuable insights that have the potential to advance scientific 
understanding and inform future studies. 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes, it is well-structured 
 
Based on my evaluation, the manuscript appears to adhere to scientific standards. 
 
The references provided in the manuscript are not sufficiently comprehensive. There is a lack of in-
text citations to support the claims made throughout the article, which weakens the credibility of the 
research. Kindly also revise the reference list with in-text citations as well.  
 
The discussion section lacks depth and fails to incorporate relevant scientific studies that could 
enhance the understanding of the findings. Additionally, the study does not address its limitations 
adequately.  
It would be beneficial to focus on keywords more relevant to the study's topic rather than 
biodiversity conservation to ensure alignment with the research objectives. 
 

 

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

communications? 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Vishal M. Makwana 

Department, University & Country Sir P. P. Institute of Science, M. K. Bhavnagar University, India 

 
 


