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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The main goal of the study is to count the population of Grus antigone antigone, an 
endangered species. A comparison is made with previous studies conducted at the 
same site. More information on the species could be inserted in the introduction, as 
the authors cite a study that did a detailed review, this would contribute to increase 
the quality of the text. The goal should be rewritten. In materials and methods on 
lines 85-86, authors should provide more information on the methods adopted for 
counting. The results should be rewritten, see comments in the text. The discussion 
can also be improved, comments in the text may help the authors explain their 
results. The first paragraph of the conclusion is not a conclusion of the study and 
should be excluded. I recommend that the authors read all the comments made in 
the text. 
 

Since sarus crane is a huge bird hence no special methodology is 
required for its counting. I am going to upgrade and rewrite the 
concerned para objected. Thanks 
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