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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.


	This paper adds value to fisheries science by confirming Labeo catla identity using DNA barcoding and morphometric–meristic traits. It supports aquaculture auditing, biodiversity monitoring, and conservation practices in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, accurate, and does not require changes.
	

	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.


	Comprehensive and well-structured. A slight emphasis on practical applications in aquaculture would improve it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically robust, with appropriate use of DNA barcoding and morphology. Results are clearly presented and support the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and include both classical and recent sources. A few more India-focused barcoding studies could be added.
	

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


	The English is clear and suitable for scholarly publication, with only minor edits needed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Well-prepared, scientifically sound, and relevant. Minor refinements in references and flow will strengthen it further.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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