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	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 author/authors claims to report the presence of an earlier known species in the Tizit River, Nagaland for the first time. Hence, it is of importance to scientific community to understand distribution of species and aquatic biodiversity. However, study is based on collection of only 8 specimens possibly from one single location. Hence, it may be too early to state that the species is distributed in Tizit River. It may be only stated that species was found to be present at a specific location. The author has also not specified the period of sampling. It is also not mentioned if all the 8 specimens were collected at a time or over a period, which may be precisely mentioned. 
Author/Authors have mainly emphasised on the morphometric and meristic characteristics of the species in the MS including the abstract section. This a species-specific information which is already documented. It may be sufficient to state that the method of analysing morphological characters have been used to verify the species in absence of molecular diagnostic methods. However, if author/authors are of opinion some additional information is generated, it may be specified. 
Discussion sections needs to be more elaborative, describing the importance of the presence of species in Tizit river and what could be the possible reason of its occurrence. 
	

	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.


	The abstract must be limited to characteristics of the habitat than emphasising on morphological characteristics.  
	

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

	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?


	Needs improvement 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is of moderate academic interest but useful to record the aquatic diversity and species distribution. Hence, I recommend to accept the MS with modifications suggested above. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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