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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 
 

 
 
“Wild animals” is not universally understood to mean terrestrial vertebrates.  If the 
author(s) wish to focus on terrestrial vertebrates, they should use the term 
“terrestrial vertebrates” in the title and abstract. 

 
Agreed with the reviewer. “Wild animals” has been changed to “Wild terrestrial 
vertebrate” throughout the manuscript. The section discussed about the 
endangered green sea turtle (lines: 136-143 – original manuscript) was 
deleted in the revised version.   

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
I have made numerous annotations on the manuscript document correcting minor errors.  
Particular attention should be paid to separating Genus and species names with a space: 
 
Homo_sapiens  NOT Homosapiens 
 

 
Has revised accordingly 

Optional/General comments 
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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