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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 manuscript presents a comprehensive review of the invasive catfish species Pterygoplichthys pardalis, focusing on its distribution in India and its ecological and socio-economic impacts. The study is crucial for the scientific community as it consolidates existing records and fills an important gap in understanding the spread of this invasive species across India and other regions globally. It highlights the significant ecological threat posed by this species to freshwater ecosystems, native biodiversity, and the fishing community. The manuscript also emphasizes the need for future research on genetic studies and control strategies, making it an important contribution to both invasive species management and biodiversity conservation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript, focusing on the distribution and impact of Pterygoplichthys pardalis in India. However, it could be made more precise by incorporating the broader ecological and socio-economic aspects of the study.

Suggested Alternative Title:
Invasive Catfish Pterygoplichthys pardalis: Global Distribution, Ecological Impacts, and Socio-Economic Consequences in 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.


	The abstract is generally informative but could be enhanced by providing more details regarding the specific findings and implications of the study. For example, it could better summarize the key insights into the negative impacts of Pterygoplichthys pardalis on local ecosystems, such as competition with native species, erosion, and economic losses. Additionally, the abstract could include a brief mention of the recommendations for future research and management strategies.


Suggested Modifications:
· Include specific examples of ecological disruptions caused by the species.

· Briefly mention the research gaps in genetic studies and invasion control strategies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with well-referenced background information on the species' invasive behavior and ecological impacts. The review is thorough, and the references cited support the findings and claims made in the paper. The approach taken to evaluate the distribution of Pterygoplichthys pardalis in India and its subsequent impacts is scientifically correct. However, there is a need for more empirical data regarding the actual impacts in Indian freshwater ecosystems.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites an adequate number of references, many of which are recent. However, it would be beneficial to include more recent studies on the genetic aspects and management of invasive species, as well as studies specific to India's freshwater ecosystems. There are several references that could be expanded to include more region-specific works on the socio-economic impacts, such as studies on local fisherfolk or freshwater ecosystems in India.
	

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


	The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are minor grammatical and stylistic issues that could be improved for clarity and readability. Phrasing such as “suckermouth catfishes have been exhibiting to be a threat” could be reworded for better flow. Ensuring consistency in terminology and enhancing sentence structure will improve the manuscript’s overall quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript provides a thorough review, but the authors could focus more on the actual field data from India rather than the global spread. 

2. The manuscript would benefit from a deeper analysis of the socio-economic impacts on local communities, especially those related to the fishing industry. 

3. Including a table summarizing the ecological impacts observed in different regions could provide a clearer overview of the consequences of this invasion.
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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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