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	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	It is important, based on the necessary conservation of the habitat of the caves and the organisms that live in them, especially if they are of tourist interest.

The title is written all in capital letters and bold, which is incorrect. (See revised work). We consider adjusting the title to the objective of the research. We suggest the following title: “A study about human interference on the caves Udayagiri and Odisha in the viral pandemic year (2020), in comparison with a normal year (2021)” See detail in the comment referring to the years of study.

The article is comprehensive. 

The structure is appropriate, although the Tables and Figures must be improved in their aesthetics.

It is positive, there was rigor in the investigation, although it is our criterion that the time of the 2020 - 2021 pandemic is very close to the normal year - we assume that it is the year 2022, where the absence of effects of human interference has left its consequences—and the organisms have not had enough time to establish their usual behavior (with the presence of the public).

The reference is acceptable, although it could have been enriched with information referring to habitats where there is no human presence. There was one citation without support in the bibliography and one in reverse. (See revised work)

We suggest rectifying what was stated.
	

	Minor REVISION comments


	Avoid first person language. Scientific papers are written in an impersonal or neutral way.
	

	Optional comments


	Make the compared time periods clear in the research. If we established that the pandemic years are 2020-2021 and the normal years are 2021-2022, then there is a common year for both studies: 2021 and this is not correct. We assume it was a mistake on the part of the author in establishing the time periods of the study when writing them.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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