[image: image1.png]MBIMPH
B . e Pupteneg e





	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_3387

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	DIVERSITY OF AQUATIC MACROPHYTE FLORA ABUNDANCE IN MEGHADRIGEDDA RESERVOIR AT VISAKHAPATNAM, ANDHRA PRADESH, INDIA

	Type of the Article
	


	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)
	1. Yes it is. However, it is important to note that the content presented is not within the editorial scope of the journal.
2. No. It presents redundancies. 
3. Yes, it is. However, it's quite disorganized. The reader needs to make an effort to understand. It would need to be rewritten in a succinct manner but with the proper organization including introduction, objective, methods, results, and conclusion.

4.  The information in subsections is completely disconnected. The Abstract talks about macrophytes; the Introduction discusses fish feeding and there is no objective or hypothesis stated. The Materials and Methods section has poorly explained figures and methodology. Results are purely descriptive. The Discussion consists only of comments and inconclusive relationships. 

5. Given the poor presentation of the manuscript, I have doubts about the data collection and analysis.
6. Needs to be updated.
	

	Minor REVISION comments


	
	

	Optional comments


	The manuscript "DIVERSITY OF AQUATIC MACROPHYTE FLORA IN MEGHADRIGEDDA RESERVOIR, VISAKHAPATNAM, ANDHRA PRADESH, INDIA" presents important information about the aquatic macrophyte community. However, it presents a series of issues in all sections. The objectives are not clear, and the methodology is confusing, which hinders the understanding of the results as well as the discussion. Finally, in my opinion, the subject matter addressed in the study is not in line with the scope of the journal.
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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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