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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 manuscript suggests which type of insects belonging to the order Diptera present in different local fish markets at Vadasery. It also highlights the rich diversity of the study areas. I think, this knowledge will help the researcher for further study in this type of topics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Ok. But in title no need of fullstop (.)
	

	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.


	No 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the study period (20days) was very short. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not according to the journal format. In references, Authors name and published year have not followed the journal format.

 check all carefully including full stop, comma, spacing, italics, etc Follow journal style and format carefully.
Also include some recent references.
	

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


	No

	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Introduction: in this section some citation format expression was wrong (eg. Henning 1973; McAlphine et al., 1981, 1987; Papp and Darvas, 2000; Brown, 2001)
2. Method and materials; study period was short for research paper. 

3. Result and discussion: if possible, provide the longitude or latitude of the study areas. Discussion not enough. In the text, figure was mentioned but it was missing in main manuscript. 
4.  In table.2,3. Fish scientific names were not in italic  should be in italic.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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? 


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