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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 study provides valuable field insights on the population density and habitat use of Pavo cristatus in Thiruvidaimaruthur Taluk, Tamil Nadu. The findings add more important regional insight into ecology of this culturally and environmentally significant bird. Although descriptive, the work offers a useful baseline for understanding local population trends and guiding future conservation efforts in agricultural landscapes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is suitable, but it could be slightly shortened for conciseness, like
‘Habitat Preference and Density of Indian Blue Peafowl in Thiruvidaimaruthur Taluk, Tamil Nadu.’
	

	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.


	This abstract do gives a clear idea of the study, but it feels a bit long and includes details that would fit better in the introduction. It can become strong by keeping aim, methods, key findings and conclusion. Some of the points are repetitive  and a little grammar correction would make it read more smoothly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The line transect method is appropriate and data collection also seems well done, however the statistics is not proper. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, but most of them are quite old. Add a few recent studies from past 3-5 years that would make the paper more up to date and relevant.
	

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


	The overall paper is understandable, but some grammatical corrections are required. Simple proofreading and sentence flow will make it more professional and clear.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this study is regionally meaningful and useful. The discussion could explain why birds prefer paddy fields. By doing small revisions in writing and statistical treatments, the article could become a good contribution to avian ecology.
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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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