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	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 text presents a comprehensive review of owls' adaptation to urban life, focusing primarily on documenting their diets in rural and urban landscapes worldwide. In addition to diet, the work analyzes owls' response to synurbanization, the habitats they utilize, the anthropogenic obstacles they face, and the potential use of owls as monitors of urbanization's impacts, providing an important scientific foundation for understanding the ecological adaptations and conservation needs of these birds of prey in human-dominated environments.
	

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

	Yes
	

	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 lacks an introductory sentence that clarifies why studying owl diets in urban versus rural areas is important. Furthermore, the description of the methods needs to be more precise, explaining how the data were collected and analyzed. Finally, the authors should include a sentence that demonstrates the study's importance and the implications of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	For most of the text, yes. However, the methods need to be better described. The authors need to clarify how they collected the data, which database they used to search for the articles, and what timeline was analyzed?
Furthermore, the discussion needs improvement. It contains important information about urban owl diets and nest box use, but could be better organized for clarity. Suggestions include grouping topics into thematic blocks (prey availability, dietary changes, species and regional differences, and management/nest boxes), reducing repetition, and, most importantly, explicitly highlighting the study's key implications for owl ecology and urban conservation strategies.
	

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

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

	
Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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