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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 (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.


	The manuscript presents a valuable contribution to the field and demonstrates solid research efforts. The topic is relevant and timely, and the methodology appears sound. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	OK
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	OK
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Need improvement and add more recent citation
	

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


	Need improvement
	

	Optional/General comments


	Title: Use Italic font to write species name.

Abstract: 

The abstract needs revision, particularly in the results section, as it is difficult for readers to understand; additionally, the research gap should be articulated.

Keywords: Too many keywords, try to shorten them. 
Introduction:

Kindly revise this section by improving the citation format and including a brief overview of the current condition of the Brahmaputra River and the selected species.
Materials and Methods: 

1. This section lacks statistical analysis. 

2. Too much elaborated description, try to follow some related works to improve writing style. 

Result: 

This section is okay.
Discussion:

1. I strongly suggest this section be thoroughly revised and proofread to improve the writing.

2. Use a recent citation. Do not use citations before 2000. 

References: 

1. Inconsistencies in the citations’ writing style. Please revise accordingly.

Conclusion: Make the statement clear to readers. 

Overall Comments: 

The manuscript presents a valuable contribution to the field and demonstrates solid research efforts. The topic is relevant and timely, and the methodology appears sound. However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate revisions to enhance its clarity and readability. In particular, the abstract and results sections should be revised for better comprehension, and the research gap needs to be clearly articulated. Attention should also be given to improving the grammatical structure and consistency of writing throughout the manuscript. Furthermore, citation formatting should be corrected to align with the appropriate referencing style. Including a brief overview of the current status of the Brahmaputra River and the selected species would strengthen the background and contextual understanding. With these improvements, the paper has strong potential for publication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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