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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.


	The manuscript provides documentation of the ichthyofauna from an underexplored tributary in Arunachal Pradesh. Hence, it contributes to regional biodiversity records and conservation awareness.
	

	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.


	Abstract needs revision. 

The paragraph is not clear. Grammatical issues are there. Methodology is too unclear. Lack of standardised sampling design (no clear seasonal effort, sample size, gear specification, or habitat stratification) weakens scientific rigour. Random sampling “from time to time” is not adequate for robust biodiversity assessment and may bias species counts. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes. But, needs minute revision
	

	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. 
Numerous spelling and grammatical errors are present. The scientific names should be written properly as per the code. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Double-check the family names and scientific names.
· Lack of quantitative analysis (To strengthen the paper, consider adding biodiversity assessments.)

· Rewrite the discussion part. It seems that the result section is somewhat repeated in the discussion.

· Please check the manuscript for extra detailing. The errors are highlighted or commented in the document.
· Kindly standardise the figure captions. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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