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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.


	This study adds meaningful knowledge to the field of freshwater ecology by documenting the seasonal diversity and abundance of Odonates in the Joysagar area of Assam, India. Given that research on this insect group in the region is still limited, the findings provide valuable baseline information for future biodiversity and conservation studies. The work also highlights how temperature and seasonal patterns influence Odonate activity, reinforcing their role as effective bioindicators of environmental health. Overall, the manuscript contributes to the broader understanding of how climate and habitat affect species diversity in tropical freshwater ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative, accurately reflecting the content and objectives of the study.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the purpose, methods, and results of the study. It clearly outlines the time frame, sites, and key findings, such as species richness and dominant taxa. However, it contains a few unnecessary numerical details that can be condensed to improve readability.

Suggested improvements:

Present numerical values in ranges or general terms instead of long decimals.

End with a stronger concluding statement about the ecological relevance of the findings, for example:

“These results emphasize the influence of monsoonal patterns on Odonate populations and underline their potential as indicators of freshwater ecosystem health.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears methodologically sound and scientifically valid. The authors followed accepted field techniques for Odonate observation and identification. The interpretations are reasonable and supported by data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, sufficient, and mostly up to date, covering both local and global literature. Still, adding a few broader ecological or conservation-focused works would strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally well written and clear, with appropriate use of scientific language. A few stylistic improvements could make it more polished:

Replace casual transitions like “So” or “Therefore” with more formal ones such as “Hence,” “Thus,” or “Consequently.”

Shorten very long sentences in the Discussion section to improve flow.

Make sure all scientific names are italicized consistently.

Overall, the English is understandable and suitable for publication after light editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Including a few photographs or habitat images would make the paper more engaging and visually informative.

The authors clearly note that no specimens were harmed, which is commendable — but this point could be placed in a brief “Ethical Considerations” section.

The discussion is well-structured but could benefit from comparing the findings with other northeastern Indian studies to better situate the results regionally.

In summary, this manuscript presents a valuable contribution to regional biodiversity knowledge. With minor revisions for language and formatting, it should be well-suited for publication.
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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 detail)
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