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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 (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 manuscript is going to fill the gap on threats facing otters in the world one of which is being used for fishing. It’s a relief to know the decreasing in awareness and process for which otters are being used.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Understanding the Ethnozoological Perspectives on Otter Fishing in the Sundarban World Heritage Site
	

	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.


	Delete the whole first sentence and the whole 5 last sentences provide one sentence for conclusion and one for recommendation only. Too much wording in abstract should be precise (what, where, how and when)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To some extent yes how ever the logical flow is missing  to much literature review 
	

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

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	There is now flow for normal scientific articles; I suggest the author to follow this format
1. Abstract precise not more than 300.

2. Introduction to show background of the topic and problem statement

3. Methodology is lacking a lot (study area map and description, research design and phylospohy, data collection and analysis, result and discussion, conclusion and recommendations)
The author has all the information its just need to change the orientations. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)
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