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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 manuscript provides valuable baseline information on the diversity and distribution of small indigenous freshwater fishes in the wetlands of Charaideo and Nagaon districts, a region that remains underrepresented in ichthyological studies. By comparing species composition across two ecologically distinct wetland systems, the study enhances understanding of habitat-specific diversity patterns and biogeographical variation in Assam. The findings are significant for conservation planning, as small indigenous fishes play crucial roles in ecosystem functioning, local nutrition, and livelihoods. Overall, the manuscript contributes important scientific evidence to support biodiversity conservation, sustainable wetland management, and future ecological and fisheries research in Northeast India.
	

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

	Study the small indigenous freshwater fish diversity of the Wetlands of Charaideo and Nagaon districts of Assam, 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.

	Yes, comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically, correct.
	

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

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

	English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is good and it is important for the scientific community.
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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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