
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5254

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Food and Feeding Dynamics of Black-Banded Trevally, Seriolinanigrofasciata(1829) from the South-East Arabian Sea.

	Type of the Article
	


	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


	1.  English and various types formatting problem (similarity and the journal styles) throughout the manuscript, editorial office please take care about these things. 
2. Title of the manuscript totally confused, author must change for better understanding 
3. Keywords should be meaningful/ relevance, current keywords are meaningless. 
4. Introduction section must be improved with some more background & should be include recent citation; current content is very less. 
5. All the formulas of the manuscript should be inserted through formula section in the MS-word software. 
6. Authors ensure that, all methodology of the MM section have a minimum of one reference, its mandatory. 
7.  Subheading “3.1 Analysing the stomach contents and how much food they eat in different seasons” what’s meaning of? Is that mandatory to add sentence in the subheading? 
8. The discussion section of the text should be improved by comparing contemporary work and their citations.
9. References heading missing from the ref. list, please do accordingly, even formatting of the references not matching to each other’s (mostly), I think, DOIs of all the references are needed to each are listed in the list. 
10. Authors not added a single reference from the year 2019 to 2025, that means, there no one working on such work in the world? Please justify carefully. 
11. Tables of the manuscript should be in the professional format, sometime tables title bold and somewhere not, this is not the proper way to write a scientific manuscript. If need, authors should take help from the Semwal et al., 2023 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e14088 
12.  Tables nos. 4 & 5 are not clear visible due to overlapped/ merger of both tables. 
13. Author should maintain the similarity in the figures also; X & Y axis of the figures should be in black colours with same thickness. Also needs to maintain the font size written inside the tables. 
14. Most of the scientific names of the manuscript are merged, authors should take care about that. 
15. Which statistical methods are used to analysed these results, authors need to clarify that on mandatory basis
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	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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