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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.


	Bird collisions pose a significant concern for researchers, particularly in the United States, where the incidence rate exceeds that of India. To enhance its relevance, the study could explore health-related factors contributing to bird-window collisions, such as malnutrition in wild bird populations or viral respiratory infections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current tittle is unsuitable for the article. I suggest revising it to " Detection on Causes of Bird-Window Collisions and Effective Mitigation Efforts"  . 
	

	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 lacks comprehensive, conciseness, and clarity. 
It should be restructured to include : (1)the research problem, (2) materials and methods, (3)results, and (4) substantive conclusions. Additionally, the  keywords are  unclear and must be revised to accurately the research scope. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not scientifically valid and requires revision by the author .


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The text contains numerous cited references that are missing from the bibliography, along with inconsistencies in authors' names and publication years. These references should be reformatted to comply with standard scientific citation guidelines.
	

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


	The linguistic quality of the article necessitates revisions to meet scholarly standards. 

 
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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