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The analysis of this study is done by the researcher on the basis of objectives of the
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(iii)Highlights and strong/weak points in the Thesis:

The main and major explanation behind this study is to work on the management techniques of
hot specks in western ghats and the researcher has clarified each and everything relevant to this.
And weak point of this research is that according to the topic introduction should be in more

detailed.
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According to study of scholar defining, The biodiversity of one hallowed woodland, one
stronghold, and one level was uncommonly high. The discoveries uncovered a significant
negative affiliation, demonstrating that the worth of biodiversity resources lessens as biological
danger evaluations rise. Changes in conventional information works on, brushing, the travel
industry, transportation, and urbanization all assumed a part in lessening the biodiversity of the

hotspecks, as per the risk evaluation.

The result of one danger disintegrating the hotspecks turning into a driving element for different

dangers turned into a sign for different dangers.

These focused on areas of interest with important to direct biodiversity resources and sensible
natural worries request protection activity since they harbor rich biodiversity while at the same

time confronting outcomes from extending anthropogenic action.
Objective 1: Identification of biodiversity hotspecks

The hotspecks having a place with every one of the three typologies were plotted on a guide of
the exploration district, and hotspecks were picked for ground overview utilizing an irregular
example procedure.



Objective 2: Develop a geospatial database for prioritising of hotspecks

The foundations of the Management Effectiveness Evaluation scoring framework for
safeguarded regions were utilized to measure these variables.

Objective 3: Develop a framework for a participatory approach and management planning
for active involvement of the communities and stakeholders in conservation of identified

hotspecks
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Scholar elaborate the method used in the study in the form of table with 11
methods which is designed for assessments for biodiversity that makes the study

very easy to understand.

(iii)Highlights and strong/weak points in the Thesis:

Major highlight of this study is that the researcher has worked on three objective of the study

which is representing of the topic very well.

And the weak point of the study of this work is conclusion of the research that is not clarifying

the work .
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The quick evaluation strategy incorporated various key models that were arranged

into biodiversity resources and biological risks, with in the middle between,
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