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PART  1: Comments 

	
	Reviewer’s comment 
	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. 

	
This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides a detailed inventory of faunal diversity on the University of Rajasthan campus. By documenting 109 species across multiple taxonomic groups, it establishes a crucial baseline for understanding local biodiversity. The findings underscore the ecological value of urban green spaces in sustaining diverse life forms, including Arthropoda, Chordata, and Annelida. Furthermore, this study serves as a valuable resource for future conservation planning, biodiversity monitoring, and fostering awareness about the importance of preserving campus ecosystems. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an 
alternative title) 

	
Yes 
	



	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. 

	
The abstract has a clear structure, presenting the study's aim, methodology, key findings, and significance. However, for improvement I suggest the author to  
· Replace "a total of phylum(3), class(5), family(74), order(29), 109 species" with "a total of 3 phyla, 5 classes, 74 families, 29 orders, and 109 species. 
· Use consistent formatting for taxa. For example, "Arthropoda (73.5%), Chordata (24.8%), and Annelida (1.8%).
	•	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form. 
	
Suggested to include more citations in introduction section and add accordingly in the reference section 
	



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

	
The English quality of the article is appropriate for scholarly communication; however, further refinement is recommended to improve its overall clarity and precision. 

	

	Optional/Generalcomments 

	Introduction:  
· Suggested to include more citations 
· The in-text citations (e.g., "Thonicke et al., 2024"      and "Nautiyal et al., 2015") need to adhere to a consistent referencing style, such as APA, MLA, or Chicago. 

· Ensure all references cited are properly listed in the bibliography of the research paper. 

Materials and methods:  
· Correct awkward phrases like: 
“Preservation of Collected specimens were immediately preserved...” (should be: “Collected specimens were immediately preserved...”). 

· The sentence “Taxonomic classification of Identified specimens were categorized according to established taxonomic hierarchies, including Phylum, Class, Order, Family, and species name.” has a grammatical error. Specifically, the subject "Taxonomic classification" is singular, so the verb should be "was" instead of "were." 


	

	
	Discussion:  
Some citations are ambiguous or misplaced.  
· "(Crespo et al., 2018)" appears mid-sentence but doesn’t clearly link to the preceding or following statement. 
· "(Kalkman et al., 2008)" and "(Lalremsanga et al., 2018)" could be integrated more naturally to avoid disrupting the flow. 
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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