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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.


	A comprehensive comparative analysis of freshwater and terrestrial molluscan diversity in the Rajnandgaon region of Chhattisgarh, India, is provided in this manuscript, which is of significant value to the scientific community. The study provides critical baseline data for biodiversity assessments in a comparatively understudied region by documenting the distribution, abundance, and habitat-specific assemblages of gastropods and bivalves in ponds, rivers, and terrestrial habitats. It accentuates the impact of anthropogenic influences and invasive species on native faunal communities and emphasizes the role of mollusks as ecological indicators of freshwater health. The relevance of this research for future ecological monitoring, conservation planning, and freshwater habitat management initiatives is further enhanced by the use of ageing techniques, regression analysis, and detailed species-level identification.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Its not catchy though they can written as  Diversity, Abundance, and Habitat Preferences of Freshwater and Terrestrial Mollusks in Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh, India: A Comparative Study
	

	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.


	Clarify Study Period: The abstract and the Materials and Methods section don't agree on how long the study lasted. The abstract says there was a survey for six months, but the methods section says there was one for eight months (September 2024 to May 2025). Please change the abstract to show the right and consistent research period. It would be best if you could include both the months and the year to make it clearer and easier to find.

Improve Keyword Selection: The keywords you have now are mostly just repeats of words from the title, like "biodiversity" and "freshwater mollusks." Think about adding additional general or specific words that show what makes the study different, like:

Bioindicators

Species that invade

Monitoring the environment

The aging of statoliths

Unionidae

This would make it easier to find and show off the study's strengths.

Geographical Clarity: To make it clearer for overseas readers who may not know what "C.G." stands for, it is better to say "Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh, India" instead of just "Rajnandgaon (C.G.)" in the title and abstract.

Optional Improvement: You might also briefly describe the overall number of species documented and the number of habitats analyzed (ponds, rivers, and land zones) in the abstract. This makes it more full and useful for science.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	figure captions in the manuscript contain spelling and formatting issues that should be corrected for professionalism and readability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No they can add some previous studies' references 
	

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


	Yes grammar can be improvised with sugestions 
	

	Optional/General comments


	figure captions in the manuscript contain spelling and formatting issues that should be corrected for professionalism and readability. Use "Figure" instead of switching between "Graph" and "Figure" for consistency. Use sentence case in captions (capitalize only the first word and proper nouns).Ensure captions are descriptive and align with journal formatting guidelines

Suggestions for changing the captions for Figure 01:

Figure 01: The area where the study took place.

Figure 1: A map of the study region in Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh, India.

Figure 02:

Original: Figure 02: Phylogram of the species that were found in the study area

Problems: "species" shouldn't be capitalized, and the spelling isn't consistent.

Suggestion: Figure 2 shows the phylogenetic tree of the molluscan species found in the study area.

Graph 03, which is incorrectly captioned "Graph:03 Molluscan species in varies axis,"

Problems: "varies" should be "various," and "axis" should be plural or specific.

Suggestion: Figure 3 shows how different types of mollusks are spread out over different habitat axes.

Graph 04, which is called "Graph:04 Regression Analyses,"

Figure 4 shows a regression analysis of molluscan diversity by order.
The in-text citations should always use the same format, with just the author's last name and year in parentheses, as this: (Hassall, 2014). There are times when author initials are included when they don't need to be, like (Hassall, C., 2014). This should be fixed throughout the work to make sure it follows citation rules and is consistent.

When you use in-text citations, they should come before the end punctuation of the phrase, like this:

mollusks are bioindicators of the health of aquatic ecosystems (Strayer & Dudgeon, 2010).

Punctuation and Spacing: Make sure that full stops and spaces are used the same way throughout the text:

There should only be one space after a full stop.

All sentences, even those that conclude with references, need to contain the right ending punctuation.

Fix any missing or misplaced periods, especially at the ends of sentences that have citations or references.Here are some tips for formatting in-text citations and punctuation:

In-text citations should always use the same format, with just the author's last name and year in parentheses, as this: (Hassall, 2014). There are times when author initials are included when they don't need to be, like (Hassall, C., 2014). This should be fixed throughout the work to make sure it follows citation rules and is consistent.

When you use in-text citations, they should come before the end punctuation of the phrase, like this:

mollusks are bioindicators of the health of aquatic ecosystems (Strayer & Dudgeon, 2010).

Punctuation and Spacing: Make sure that full stops and spaces are used the same way throughout the text:

There should only be one space after a full stop

All sentences, even those that conclude with references, need to have the right terminal punctuation.

Fix any missing or misplaced periods, especially at the end of sentences that have references or citations.
In Tables 5, 6, 7, and the text, the scientific names of species should be properly spaced and italicised according to taxonomic conventions.
The current tabular format used to present photographs of bivalve and gastropod species (Table 2 & 3) is not visually effective for readers. It is recommended to:

Convert this table into a well-organized photographic collage, separating bivalves and gastropods for clarity.

Arrange species in neat rows or grids with their scientific names labeled underneath each image (italicized and correctly formatted).

Include a scale bar in each photograph (e.g., in mm or cm), either embedded in the image or placed clearly beside the specimen.

Ensure uniform lighting and background, if possible, to maintain clarity and consistency.

Please consider adding axis labels to Figure 2 to improve clarity
Please revise the in-text references to tables and figures for better academic tone and clarity. Currently, phrases such as “From Table 1”, “From Graph 04”, etc., are used, which are informal and not aligned with standard scientific writing conventions.

For eg “From Table 1” with  “As shown in Table 1”

 From Graph 04” with  “Figure 4 illustrates...”

From Table 06” with  “According to the data in Table 6”
	


	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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