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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 manuscript is important as it provides an information about the density of peafowl in different habitat of Thiruvidaimaruthur taluk of Thanjavur district, Tamil nadu.
The present study supports the conservation of species particularly in areas with low density. 

It also mention about the preferences of the Indian peafowl for their survival which are more protective and consisting of abundant food.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. Title of the article is suitable
	

	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.


	Yes. Abstract is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes Manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references mentioned in the text are not mentioned at the end of the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes. Language used in the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The keywords indian blue peafowl, thanjavur are not mentioned in abstract.

2. In introduction there should be proper spacing between the words.

3. In Introduction the sentence “in order to understand the decreased human disturbance of birds” is not grammatically correct, alter the sentence.

4. In Introduction, in sentence “They are estimated to number over 100,000 by conservatives. McGowan and Madge (2002), mention the reference in bracket.

5. In introduction delete the sentence. “In order to understand the decreased human disturbance of birds, the current study evaluates the effect of lockdown on the population and distribution of Indian peafowl.” because the present work is not carried out post lockdown. It is carried out in 2025.

6. Maintain uniformity in references in text as well as references mentioned at the end of the Manuscript.
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	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 details)
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