
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5518

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Impact of urbanization and industrial effluents on aquatic insects communities of Ramganga river Moradabad

	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.


	The authors provide critical insights into the ecological impacts of urbanization and industrial effluents on freshwater biodiversity. The study presents a cost-effective and ecologically meaningful method to evaluate river healthiness. The results contribute to understand how anthropogenic stressors alter insect community structures in tropical river systems. Moreover, this research offers a valuable outline for integrating biological monitoring into environmental management and policy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable? (If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The existing title is informative.
	

	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.
	Some background sentences could be condensed; the words are ~250+; prefer to be 180–250 words, add representative experimental result numerical values; the research gap is not clearly mentioned. Kindly please do on those issues to create informative abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript systematically correct however needs to consider: the clarity on the units and number of samples for each parameter (e.g., “triplicates per site per season”). The section “Preservation of aquatic insect specimens” could mention whether temperature control was ensured during field transport. Furthermore, the Introduction and Discussion repeat the same ideas (e.g., EPT sensitivity, pollution sources, policy need). So, these sections need recheck and well clarified. Finally, please include page number and line numbers, thus becomes simple to give on the spot comments.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are regional; adding global benchmark studies would strengthen the environmental and methodological contrast. Absence of very recent references in bioassessment and aquatic insects. Elder foundational sources (1990s–2000s) could be replaced or complemented by newer reviews. Some important references for water pollution: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2023.121849, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.memsci.2024.122846
	

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


	The manuscript is scientifically clear and well organized; however there are issues that would reduce suitability before revision. 
1. There are some typo errors: use freshwater (not “fresh water”), pre-monsoon (consistent hyphenation), bioindicator(s), etc. 
2. Many sentences are long; shorten sentences. 
3. Use consistent seasonal names and formatting for units (mg L⁻¹). 
4. Make the figures and tables captions more short and informative. 
5. At methods and results sections please use past tense.
6. Ensure consistent citation formatting (e.g., “Chishty, n.d.”).
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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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