
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5600

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Population dynamics and biology of Sperata seenghala, the Giant river-catfish from Gomti River, Central India

	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.


	This manuscript provides important baseline biological and population data on Sperata seenghala from the Gomti River, which is one of the least-studied major river systems in Central India. The study contributes valuable information on growth parameters, mortality, recruitment patterns, and reproductive biology, which are essential for effective fisheries management. The findings also highlight sustainability concerns such as growth overfishing, thereby supporting conservation-oriented policy decisions. Overall, the manuscript fills a regional knowledge gap and offers meaningful insights for researchers, fishery managers, and biodiversity planners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it accurately reflects the contents, species studied, and geographical focus of the research. No change is required.
	

	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 comprehensive, clearly presenting the key results related to growth, exploitation, feeding habits, and reproductive biology. No deletion is required, but one additional sentence may be helpful to emphasize management implications for sustainable harvesting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. Standard and widely accepted methodologies have been used for population dynamics, feeding biology, and reproductive assessment. Results are compared with relevant published literature, supporting the validity of interpretations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include a substantial number of recent publications. No additional references are necessary.
	

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


	Yes, the English language is clear, readable, and appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical polishing may be beneficial but is not essential.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study provides valuable biological and fisheries information for an important freshwater species. The manuscript is well-structured, data-rich, and contributes to regional ichthyology and fisheries management knowledge.
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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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