
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_4726

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluation of Some inorganic salts against land snails, Monacha obstructa and Eobania vermiculata under laboratory condition and their field efficiency

	Type of the Article
	


	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 manuscript effectively compares the toxicity of different salts on Monacha obstructa and Eobania vermiculata snails, offering insights into species-specific responses. Including both laboratory and field results provides a well-rounded view of the salts' effectiveness under varied conditions. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite long and could be made more concise. For example, "Evaluation of Inorganic Salts for Controlling Monacha obstructa and Eobania vermiculata: Laboratory and Field Studies". Or "Assessment of Selected Inorganic Salts for Controlling Monacha obstructa and Eobania vermiculata Under Laboratory and Field Conditions"
	

	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 need significant revision marked in the reviewed manuscript
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript need revision (marked in the reviewed version)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference of the introduction are outdated sources, it is important to refresh them (marked in the reviewed version)
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	English quality is somehow inconvenient for scholarly communications. Need revision 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Marked in the reviewed version
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