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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 (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.


	This article is not a research paper just like report it reports on  wildlife conservation and the educational role of Indian zoos, that have increasingly evolved into entertainment centers. Noeadays, they face challenges such as habitat loss, urbanization, and climate change. Zoos play an important  role in ex-situ conservation by protecting endangered species, supporting breeding programs, and complementing in-situ efforts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, titled is suiaible but needs minor coorection.
	

	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.


	Abstract of the article is comprehensive, however, I add some suggestion, like in the title, the authors mention the captive population of the endangered lion-tailed macaque (Macaca silenus) in Indian zoos. However, the abstract does not provide any data or specific information related to this important endangered species. Instead, it only reports generalized information about wildlife animals. Additionally, the abstract lacks a clear methodology. It should be rewritten carefully to address these issues.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, but certain sections require correction and methodology rewriting. Some suggestions have been provided in the text comments. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	       Yes the references sufficient and recent.
	

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


	Some correction is required
	

	Optional/General comments


	Good work
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Suday Prasad, Bihar Agricultural University, India

