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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.
	Manuscript gives updated assessment of fish biodiversity in Lake Kolleru, that has undergone substantial ecological change due to aquaculture expansion, invasive species, and other anthropogenic pressures. By integrating traditional taxonomy with COI-based DNA barcoding, it generates a reference library of barcodes for the lake’s ichthyofauna, which will facilitate accurate species identification, biodiversity monitoring, and enforcement of conservation regulations. The detailed analysis of haplotype structure, intra- and interspecific K2P divergence, and phylogenetic relationships offers insights into cryptic diversity, potential misidentifications in public databases, and population- level structure that are directly relevant for conservation genetics and management planning. Given Kolleru’s role as a breeding and nursery ground for both freshwater and some marine-linked
fishes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	




	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.
	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them
in the review form.
	Yes
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	No, the English quality of the manuscript is not fully suitable for scholarly communication.
The text contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and non-idiomatic expressions, such as "intensify efforts to produce the global census data", "out of 34900 fish species worldwide, 2609 species are present in India in which 1003 species are exclusively belonged to the freshwater", and "the actual lake proper was converted into myriads of fish ponds", these sentences needs to be rewritten. These issues, along with inconsistent tense usage (e.g., mixing past and present) and minor typos. Pre-submission language editing is recommended to
enhance readability and credibility.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Pre-submission language editing is recommended to enhance readability and credibility.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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