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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 masterpiece is substantial and detailed in the subject: Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and Governance in India, as it relates to species conservation which has not received sufficient attention in the past. The current study offers a blueprint and suggests holistic data gaps as well as avenues for restructuring EIA to stand the test of its expectation. In this sense, it highlights typical relevant cases studies and presents contemporary discussion on this paradigm. The research will therefore serve different stakeholders in the field of environmental sustainability. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think this: ‘Reassessing Environmental Impact Assessments in India: Implications for Species Conservation and Biodiversity Governance’ serves better.


	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract is top-notch!
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is purely scientific. It is logically and systematically developed. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not applicable 
	

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


	Perfectly, the language is fit for scientific discussion. The English is well structured with better grammar
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article was well-prepared, with minor corrections. Just in few instances, there were overly long sentences. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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