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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

Very nice study. Interesting findings. 

 

The authors thank the reviewer for 
encouraging comments 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Have a native speaker correcting spelling mistakes (not 

that many) 

 

Make sure that the species names are italic and the two 

word of the species are separated like Rattusrattus into 

Rattus rattus 

 

While most people have an understanding on what is 

domestic versus wild, readers might not know what peri-

domestic means. Please include a brief definition of 

domestic, peri-domestic, and wild 

 

Finally, the authors mentioned to have identified 

Cornilurus albipes. However, this species is extinct for 

years and decades. If that is a true identification it would 

be worse another publication. I assume that the local 

name for it was translated into an English name, which 

then was translated into the Latin name. Please correct. 

 

 

The grammer and spellings has been checked 

again by the authors 
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Thanks. We are in process of another paper 

focussing on the same. Yes, the species local 

name  was translated and retranslated.  
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