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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 study is scientifically relevant and aligns well with the scope, and it well address the significant problems
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	3
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
Minor Revision is needed in results and discussion section and follow the journal citation guidelines
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

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


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	Yes 
Researcher must Provide the map of study which conducted at Lakhabaval Lake, and photos of Avian diversity 
If you are referring to Lakhabaval (Lakhota/Lakhabaval) Lake in Jamnagar, Gujarat, India, a study area figure can be presented as a location map showing: India → Gujarat State → Jamnagar District, Lakhabaval Lake coordinates and surrounding habitats. Sampling points or bird observation stations (if used in your study)
Line 93# water temperature using a mercury-in-glass thermometer, at what time you measured?
Sections 3.1 Study Area (Lines 124–143) and 3.2 Sampling Design and Period describe the study location and methodological procedures rather than results. To avoid redundancy and improve the manuscript structure, these sections should be move and incorporated into the Materials and Methods section. The Results section should be revised accordingly to present only the study findings.
Line 148# Monthly sampling was carried out between 07:00 and 11:00 hours its should be 07:00 to 11:00 am, 159# 07:00 to 11:00 am to specify sampling time, line 178# Electric Conductivity increase the figure quality 
Line 162 to 213# Rewrite the captions of all figures, the rewrite results of Physiochemical Analysis of Water accordingly in (figure 1 )
Line 2014# The chemical analysis of Lakhabaval Lake (Figure 2) Sodium concentrations (I) exhibited a unimodal distribution, rising from a baseline of approximately 10 mg/L in February to a peak of 22 mg/L in June, before declining steadily to a minimum of 11 mg/L in October. A similar pattern was observed for Total Hardness (II) and Total Dissolved Solids (IV), both of which reached their respective maxima in June (approximately 180 mg/L and 850 mg/L, respectively) followed by sharp declines through August and stabilization at lower levels in the subsequent months. Justify how? and why?
Table1The researcher should visit to conform common and scientific names of bird’s species, the following wed sides bird of the world lis https://birdsoftheworld.org/bow/home?login and IUCN red list https://www.iucnredlist.org/en 
Table 1 add move two column for conservation status of bids species in IUCN web side above e.g.


	Scientific Name
	Common Name
	Family
	Feeding Habit
	Status (M/R)
	Conservation status 

	
	
	
	
	
	IUCN red 
list 
	Population 
trend

	Anas poecilorhyncha
	Indian Spot-billed Duck
	Anatidae
	Piscivorous, Grainivores
	RM
	LC
	Unknown

	Anhinga melanogaster
	Oriental Darter
	Anhingidae
	Piscivorous, Aquatic invertebrate feeder
	RM
	LC
	Increasing



	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	No , should provide some related researches to support critical findings  
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	no
	




[bookmark: _GoBack]Reviewer details:

Abdelgani Gumaa Abdelmuala Baraka, University of Bahri, Sudan

Page 2 of 3
V240326


