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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 study recorded 18 species belonging to 7 orders and 11 families.
Ponds showed a higher density of gastropods, particularly Lymnaea and Pomacea species, while rivers supported a more diverse array of bivalves, including Corbicula and Anodonta species.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A Comparative Study of Diversity, Abundance & Habitat of Freshwater & Terrestrial Molluscs of Rajnandgaon (C.G.) India

	

	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 not need additions
	

	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.
	The references are written in numbers, while in the text they are written in alphabetical order.
Must add the number in the text or delet from referneces
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Need to uniform the word (mollusca) in abstract write molluscs and otherwise write mollukcs in materials and methods.
Also I found in abstract the author write the period (over a six-month ) and write in Materials and Methods( eight months).
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	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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