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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.


	· This manuscript highlights the selection of cases done very carefully to identify the importance and shortcomings of EIA regarding its applicability.
· The paper specifically focuses on migratory birds and wide-ranging species vulnerable due to ecosystem disruptions.

· Tried to emphasise ecological balance for biodiversity.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is highlighting the pros and cons of the EIA.
	

	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.


	· At the end of the abstract, the researcher focuses on promoting ecological balance for biodiversity, but in the results-discussions and conclusion part, the focus on ecological balance for biodiversity is missing, apart from EIA; although the research paper revolves around EIA, the aspect of ecological balance is missing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Research paper mentions case study, gaps, suggestions about protecting birds and such species which is reflected in abstract and in conclusions.
	

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

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


	· Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research paper demonstrates novelty, distinctness, uniqueness and steadiness.
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	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 details)
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