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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.
	1) This is a good article on biodiversity.
2) It can be used as a checklist of birds from the area.
3) A work done by Power et al. (2019) from the same reservoir for 2 years, which reports 84 species. Although that paper is referred in the present article, but it be compared more to signify the present work. 
	

	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.
	Yes

However, a few suggestions are there. Please refer to the “track change” in the attached manuscript file.

	

	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.
	References may be included. Suggestions are given as a link:
1) https://environmentandecology.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/07/MS25-5.pdf
Some references are not written properly, refer to the “track change” 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Improvement is needed. 
Only a few are mentioned; please refer to the “track change” in the attached manuscript file.
	

	Optional/General comments

	1) The introduction section may be more concise.
2) The ‘Result’ section may be more explanatory about the importance and result of the present work. Instead, it repeats the data in Table 1.
3) Common names should not be in italics.
4) A conclusion section should be added.
5) Numbering the ‘References’ is not required; instead, they should be arranged alphabetically.
6) Some statistical analyses and graphs may improve the manuscript.
7) Figures/pictures should be arranged properly.
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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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