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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.


	The study is valuable contribution in the field of behavioural ecology, particularly for the species that has not been extensively studied in this context. The finding open new avenues for research on olfactory communication and stress related behaviours in antelope. However, the study would benefit from more quantitative data, a larger sample size and direct evidence of pheromonal secretion to strengthen its conclusions. With these improvements, the research could have significant implications for both conservation and captive management. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it is ok
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	· I think it is good to mention about the significance of this species and its ecological value and conservation value.
· He can break long sentence into shorter in easy way for better readability.

· The study lack statistical analysis to support its claims. For instance the frequency of gland opening under different condition could be quantified and analysed under using appropriate statistical tools like chi-square, Anova etc.

· Study appears to be based on a small sample size

· He can consider acknowledging the limitation of the sample size and suggesting future studies with larger populations to validate the finding
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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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