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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.


	This can be a good review of avifauna of the two districts in the Basta Plateau. Some information of the RDB species are here provided which are of special interest for conservation biologists. The authors made also few unusual records countrywide. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive, but I advice to include here also the RDB species
	

	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.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The simple listing of species in Annex 1 is not sufficient. The authors must provide data on the abundance of each species listed. This should be at least in 5 degree-scale of the frequency of occurrence of each species; for instance: very common (>90% of occurrence [days/excursion/transects in which it was recorded]), common (60-89%), uncommon (30-59%), scarce (10-29%) and rare (<10%). This will greatly improve the value of this listing; otherwise it will remain rather pointless. 
The authors have to, therefore, provide detailed information in the ‘Methods’ section on the time expenditure (for example in the form of table) to show how many days/surveys were conducted in each month of each of the study years  

PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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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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