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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 useful baseline information on the seasonal diversity and feeding guild structure of birds associated with two economically important horticultural crops, banana and papaya, in southern India. By documenting bird plant interactions in agro ecosystems, the manuscript highlights the ecological role of cultivated landscapes in supporting avian biodiversity. The findings also contribute to our understanding of how crop phenology influences bird assemblages and functional guild composition. Such information is valuable for promoting biodiversity friendly agricultural practices and ecosystem-based conservation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the content of the study. It appropriately mentions the seasonal aspect, diversity, feeding guild structure, crop types, and the study location. No major changes are required.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and well structured. It clearly states the objective, study area, methods, key findings, and conclusions. However, the abstract could be slightly improved by briefly mentioning the sampling methods (e.g., line transects and point counts) and clarifying the ecological significance of the results in a more concise manner. Minor language polishing would further enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of study design, data collection, and analysis. Standard avifaunal survey methods such as line transects, point counts, and focal animal sampling have been appropriately used. Diversity indices and seasonal comparisons are correctly applied, and the interpretations are generally consistent with the results. However, the statistical section could be strengthened by providing more details on data normality testing and justification for the use of ANOVA.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include both classical and recent literature related to avian ecology, pollination, seed dispersal, and agro ecosystems. Most citations are relevant to the topic. A few more India-specific studies on birds in agricultural landscapes could further strengthen the regional context, but overall the reference list is satisfactory.
	

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


	The overall language is understandable, but the manuscript contains several grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and repetition in some sections. Minor to moderate language editing is recommended to improve clarity, flow, and academic tone. Professional proofreading would significantly enhance the manuscript’s readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Figures and tables are informative, but figure captions could be more descriptive.

2. The study area description can be slightly expanded with more ecological details.

3. Some sections, particularly the Results and Discussion, could be more concise by reducing repetition.

4. Consistent formatting of scientific names (italics) should be ensured throughout 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? 


	No ethical issues are observed. The study is based on non-invasive field observations of birds, and no harm to wildlife or habitats is reported.
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