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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 for the scientific community as it has provided an understanding of the behaviour of the Banbakri antelope through opening of the preorbital gland in both male and female antelopes and at different times of the day. In addition, it provided insights on opening of preorbital glands during different conditions such as maturity, hunger and stress.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The article is suitable for the manuscript. Nonetheless, it could also mention where the syudy was conducted.
	

	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 of the article is fairly done. However, it also have mentioned the research design employed in the study.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct since it has included sections such as collection of data, analysis and presentation, results and discussion as well as conclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and fairly recent.
	

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

	
The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The article is generally good and provides insights on the behaviour of Banbakri antelopes through opening of the preorbital glands. However, the author should check on the following:
i) The first sentence on the introduction section looks like an identification of a gap.
ii) Same referencing style should be adopted both in-text and reference list e.g. Leslie, D.M. (2008), Prasad et al., 2020 in the text.


	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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