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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 documents the first molecularly confirmed record of the invasive freshwater jellyfish Craspedacusta sowerbii in northern India, specifically from the Arga-Parvati wetland
complex in Uttar Pradesh, using morphological analysis and COI
gene sequencing that shows 100% similarity to Chinese isolates. It holds significant importance for the scientific community by highlighting the species' invasive potential and low genetic divergence across global populations, aiding in tracking dispersal pathways via aquarium trade, aquatic plants, or migratory birds. Furthermore, the study links jellyfish blooms to eutrophication driven by water hyacinth (Eichhornia crassipes) decay, elevated phosphates (0.141-0.147 ppm), and warm temperatures (38°C), positioning C. sowerbii as a key bioindicator for nutrient-enriched freshwater ecosystems and informing wetland management strategies. This integrative approach combining field
observations, physico-chemical data, and phylogenetics provides a model for monitoring invasive hydrozoans in understudied tropical regions like India.
	

	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, the manuscript appears scientifically sound overall.
	

	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, Frequent grammatical errors disrupt readability, such as
inconsistent tense usage ("was undertaken... aimed to document"), run-on sentences ("The present study was therefore undertaken to identify... while suggesting management strategies"), and awkward phrasing ("pouch like gonads facing towards these canals"). Subject- verb agreement issues appear (e.g., "mean available phosphate concentration were"), alongside redundant repetitions ("C. sowerbii" overused without variation).
Scientific terms are often misused or inconsistently formatted (e.g., "birhopaloid nematocysts" vs. standard "birhopaloid"; italicization sporadic for species names). Word choice lacks precision ("unusual creatures" instead of "medusae"; "huge abundance" vs. quantified density), and transitions between ideas feel abrupt, reducing logical flow expected in journals.
Overall, the language suits a draft but requires professional editing for conciseness, formality, and polish to meet journal expectations
	

	Optional/General comments
	Overall, the language suits a draft but requires professional editing for conciseness, formality, and polish to meet journal expectations
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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)
No
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