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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	· Dear author, the paper was good.
· But mention why you select this topic and what you find.

·  Align the introduction.
· Mention your conclusion. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Mammalian diversity and prey population density in Maharashtra, Gautala Autramghat Wildlife Sanctuary, Western India


	

	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.


	· Your abstract was not complete.
· Slighty add introduction

· The abstract slightly exceeds the typical word count for most journals.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· . In this context, you can add global studies relating to mammals population declines, policy recommendations and their results if any.
· Justify your tables in graph form.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References format is not uniform throughout the manuscript.
· Should look more databases search not only relying on Google scholar. In this context, consider regional databases or reports specific to Indian biodiversity and conservation efforts. 


	

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


	· Proofreading is required.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· You should strengthen the introduction and problem statement.
· Suggest potential research direction in this context
· Your Conclusion was not concrete.
· It seems more like discussion and repetition of ideas always presented.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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