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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 documents field observations of Monocled Cobra breeding biology in a semi-urban environment in Northeast India, which could contribute to our understanding of how this medically important venomous snake adapts to human-modified landscapes. While observations of cobra reproductive ecology in natural settings are valuable, the paper's scientific contribution is significantly limited by methodological flaws and unsupported claims. The documentation of juvenile coloration patterns could be useful for identification purposes, but the paper would need substantial revision to make a meaningful contribution to the literature on cobra reproductive ecology. Field studies of this species in India are relatively scarce, so properly conducted research would fill an important knowledge gap for conservation and public health planning.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title overstates the findings with "100 percent hatching success" which is not scientifically justified (only 7 hatchlings were observed from 24 eggs). 

Suggested alternative title: "Monocled Cobra, Naja kaouthia Lesson, 1931 (Squamata: Elapidae) Breeding Biology in Dibrugarh City, Assam (India): Observations on egg clutch and juvenile coloration in a semi-natural environment"


	

	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 manuscript contains significant scientific inaccuracies. The central claim of "100% hatching success" is not supported by the data (only 7 hatchlings observed from 24 eggs). The paper fails to account for potential post-hatching mortality, predation, or other factors. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper should replace these with peer-reviewed literature. Additional references that would strengthen the paper include: Tumkiratiwong et al. (2012) on reproductive patterns of captive Naja kaouthia; Jackson (2002) on post-ovipositional development; and recent studies on cobra breeding ecology from the region. The reference list needs complete overhaul with proper verification of all cited works.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Additional references that would strengthen the paper include papers on reproductive patterns of captive Naja and post-ovipositional development; and recent studies on cobra breeding ecology from the region. The reference list needs complete overhaul with proper verification of all cited works.
	

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


	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors and awkward phrasing (e.g., "A cluster of 24 empty eggshells was un recovered"). Terminology is inconsistent (e.g., "Monocled Cobra" vs. "Monocellate cobra"). Some sections are overly verbose while others lack necessary detail. The English quality requires significant improvement before publication, preferably with the assistance of a professional scientific editor.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents potentially valuable field observations but suffers from significant methodological flaws and overstatements. The claim of "100% hatching success" is scientifically unsupported and undermines the paper's credibility.
The authors should focus on accurately reporting their observations without overstating conclusions. The documentation of juvenile coloration patterns is potentially valuable but needs better methodological description. The paper would benefit from statistical analysis of the egg measurements compared to existing literature. The authors should also discuss the limitations of their observational approach and avoid making unsupported claims about adaptive value without comparative data.
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	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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