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I. OVERALL RATING

Poor Marginal Average x_Good Excellent

Il. RECOMMENDATION
Accept as is
X Accept if minor revisions are made (re-review unnecessary)
Accept only if required revisions are made (REREVIEW necessary)
Reject, not suitable as a paper (reasons on reverse side)

I11. CONTENTS
1. Type of paper :
Theoretical research Experimental research
Review of existing technique Other :_Research Article
2. Originality :
Original work Minor extension of known techniques
Nothing specially new Other_: _ minor Revision

3. Significance :
X High value of current interest Marginal value of current interest
No significant value Other :

4. Completeness :
Complete
X __ Omission of important part (please specify in V)
x__ Contains unnecessary portion (please specify in V)
Other

5. Comprehensibility
X Well written, Easily understood Several reading are needed to understand
Virtually unreadable (need rewriting by a native English speaker)

6. Details : (If No, please specify in IV)
- Adequacy of title? No - Adequacy of summary & conclusions? Yes
- Adequacy of length ? Yes - Adequacy of references? Yes

Confidential below this line




IV. COMMENTS

The paper in the present form is not suitable for publication. The authors should review the following
items:

Abstract: Method and methodology (survey in your case) needed to add in the abstract. Keywords needed to
add. It will increase the accessibility of the published paper.

Your Abstract needs more specific. | suggest that you remove the “mammals” and others as you are not doing
research on this (line-19). Be specific to birds.

Introduction:

Line 37: try to use US dollar or write exchange rate USD to Yuan so that an international reader can better
understand the monetary value of it.

There is need to add the relationship between tree plantation and bird diversity which is rather scarce in the
introduction.

Methods:

Accept my appreciation for writing/conducting good survey. However, empirical method you used in result
and discussion needed to add in this section e.g. Poisson-linked generalized linear model and others if any.
Results: Results are presented poorly. Needed more detail. Try to elaborate each variable and justify from past
literature. You need to elaborate Table 2 in more detail. This is econometric model which neither discuss in
methodology nor discuss in Results and Discussion.

Discussion: Rather to review past studies better to justify your results from this discussion. Readers do not
need to read the reviews of past studies. Rather, they expect how you justify your result from past studies.
This will further strengthened or reject the existed theory or theories. In nutshell, your objectives are partially
met.

Conclusion: Missing. Write the effective conclusion.

Dr Ghulam Mustafa (Assistant Professor)



