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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Regarding number of replications mentioned in Line No 105 and 126 are not same. Need to correct.

In line No 259 it is mentioned that Indigenous Ornamental fishes are better biological control agent of mosquito larvae which is not justified with the present study. It needs correction.

The authors mentioned about studied Indigenous fishes consumed larvae of culix mosquito, the feeding characteristics varies with body size of fishes. But in this study authors did not mention which size of fishes (body weight, length) were used. Preying upon feeds (insects, larvae etc) is always differs from size and age of fishes. So it needs to be mentioned and clarify accordingly. 

In this study authors have mentioned that experimental fishes were fed during day times. As the experimental fishes (Indigenous fishes) belong to catfish variety with nocturnal habits, whether authors noticed any feeding rate in night time with the same food items used in the study.

In this study, it is mentioned about 5 (five) replicates of consumption data for each category. Whether the data given in Table 1,2,3 and 4 are the average of replicate data or single tank data, it’s confusing. Authors are requested to mention it specifically in Result portion.

It is well known that the studied fish samples (Indigenous) are naturally abundant in paddy land, canalas, swamps, drainage systems, old ponds etc where plenty of other natural feeds are also available including planktons, insects, and organic matters including mosquito larvae. In the present study the fish samples were experimentally reared in tanks with mosquito larvae as only source of feed and species showed high consumption rate. Whether the feeding rate will remain same in the natural sources where the fishes grow and also a potential source of mosquito larvae as mentioned above. Whether the research finding will be applicable there. If authors have any such reference on the matter stated above may kindly clarify.

There are many insectivorous fishes in nature and available in NE Region like magur, murrels etc, in the present study authors have experimented with five of them. Is there any special concept behind using only these species? Authors are requested to mention the reason in Introduction portion.

Two Ornamental fishes were used in this experiment for consumption of mosquito larvae. But the studied ornamental fishes cannot survive in canals, drains, swampy areas where mosquitos breed. 

It would be better if authors can add few more references on similar research works with other experimental species. Number of references in Discussion portion is less.

Whether the authors are having reference for same consumption data in case of Guppy and Gambussia affinis, the widely used species for mosquito control; if so whether the mosquito consumption rate is still lower than H. fossilis consumption rate found in this study. This is very much interesting and Authors are requested to clarify the matter.   

Whether H. fossilis is better suggestible than Guppy and Gambussia affinis in terms of mosquito larvae control?

Can the similar work be continued by using species like Magur and murrels for comparing the better mosquito consumption than H. fossilis (highest consumption found in this study)

Last query, which species is/are the best suited for control of mosquito/mosquito larvae (G. affinis/Guppy/H.fossilis/Anabus/magur/murrel). If authors are well known about the matter please clarify as it is the most interesting fact for the research lovers and citizens.
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