
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5787

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Genetic characterization of Giant River Catfish, Sperata seenghala from River Sutlej using mitochondrial COI marker

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 useful genetic information and characteristic variations on Giant river catfish - Sperata seenghala from the River Sutlej, a species of considerable commercial and ecological importance in India. The use of mitochondrial COI markers to assess genetic diversity and stock structure offers data that are relevant for fisheries management and conservation planning particular in capture fisheries sector. Considering the growing environmental pressures on the Sutlej River system, the findings are timely and meaningful. Further, study contributes region-specific molecular information that can support future research and management initiatives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the river species studied, the geographical location, and the molecular approach being used. No major revision is necessary.
	

	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 adequately summarizes the objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions of the study. It is generally well structured. But you can add a minor improvement that briefly mention the management or conservation implications of the results in the concluding sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodologies employed for sampling, DNA extraction, PCR amplification, sequencing, and data analysis are appropriate following the standard protocols. The results are logically presented and the interpretations are consistent with the data and relevant literature. Please add the article of  Saini et al., 2010 for genetic variability analysis of this particular river catfish.
	

	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 include recent studies related to molecular genetics, DNA barcoding, and freshwater fish conservation. No major additions are required.
	

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


	Generally clear and suitable for scholastic communication although some minor proofreading and language paraphrasing in your results and discussion section.
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	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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