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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This paper reports results of a good sampling of fish populations in two rivers Korappuzha and Kanayankode in India. Their results found 3 more fish species compared to the previous survey in the former, while fish records are totally novel for the latter river. The authors calculated diversity indices for both rivers, and contributed their high diversity to their healthy ecosystems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
In the discussion, the statement “The greater diversity in the Korappuzha River may be attributed to its close proximity to the estuary” can be correct, but it is better to discuss it in details, and provides references for them.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are two issues I suggest the authors to change:

1. In Figure 1 and 2, two screenshots of mobile phone google map images are used. I strongly recommend them to be removed and replaced by proper standard maps, or at least cleared, good quality images of desktop google map images. These maps must show the locality of the rivers in India, and localities of sampling stations.

2. Some of the tables (ex. Table 3 and 4) and figures (ex. Figure 5) has nothing to say more than what is said in the text, and are just a repetition. I suggest the authors remove them.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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