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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 Research Article as Comparative Analysis of Calcium Carbonate Content in the Eggshells of Domestic Hen and Selected Wild Bird Species in the Marathwada Region of Maharashtra sheds worthy information on avian biology and reproduction and health. 

· Through the determination of the calcium carbonate in the shells of the eggs, it assists in the evaluation of how the habit, food, and any anthropogenic influences affect the egg quality. 

· The comparative analysis would not only facilitate the interpretation of the species-specific adaptations but would also be used as a possible application of the indicator responses in ecological limitations and avian-related conservation priorities in the Marathwada region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the Title looks fine to me
	

	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 written is comprehensive, conceptual and    expressive.

•
Acc. to my suggestions, can keep the Abstract in Italics.
•
1 Keyword can be included more – Species-specific
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	• As the manuscript follows ethical policy it was found scientifically correct.

• This manuscript is scientifically rigorous and reliable. Its research methodology is accurate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the References seems to be sufficient but if possible please Number them 
	

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


	Recommended for acceptance after Minor Corrections
	

	Optional/General comments


	• Please check the alignment with Main Heading and Sub-headings Font size

• All Tables, Graphs, Images should be Bordered and Centre Marginalized/Alignment (as a Suggestion)
• APA Referencing Style with Numbering – Alphabetically - should be followed, with year chronological order (Ascending or Descending – one style should be followed)
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

No, not yet, the content seems to be ethically okay
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