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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 work is of great benefit to understand the demographic status of this wildlife species and to study comparative differences in behavior and diet between age classes, which will help to improve management efficiency. The study uses long-term and valuable data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	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.


	If there are hypotheses in each issue of the study, it will increase clarity, which will appear in the abstract, discussion and conclusion sections. Therefore, please improve the hypothesis section and proceed according to the hypothesis. In the results section, there is already a hypothesis test. Improving it to create clarity based on the hypothesis is not too difficult.
	

	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.
	Almost all the references are old works, it looks like a classic work. Thus, please increase the references to more than 50% of new documents, it will make the contemporary work even better.
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable work. The researcher has studied the population in a wide area in the world's important conservation areas. He has studied the behavior of this species. He has tested the behavioral differences between ages, as well as the food intake, the differences in food intake between ages, and other things that are quite comprehensive and diverse, showing the management guidelines for conservation and further in-depth study. However, if the hypothesis of the work is added, the work will have a clearer goal. Therefore, it should be improved in this part. Combining the population study and the behavioral study together raises questions about their relevance, so this part should be considered in the introduction.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

yes
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