
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5836

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Morphometric and Morphological Characterisation of the Freshwater Planarian Dugesia punensis from the Pune Region, India

	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.


	One hundred cultured planarians were used for morphological and morphometric analysis. Morphometric characters studies included length from the anterior end to the posterior end, width, interorbital space, optic diameter, length of the fully extended pharynx during feeding and length from the anterior end to the interorbital space. The planarian's body is flattened, the anterior end is blunt and the Shape of the eyes is dense, aureolated. Strong positive correlations (> 0.90) exist between Width and pharynx length, showing 0.98, Length and pharynx length is 0.92, Width and length to inter orbital space is 0.96. Overall, integrating qualitative morphology with quantitative morphometry enhances the reliability of species characterisation and provides valuable insights into functional adaptation, ecological responses, and growth regulation in freshwater planarians.
	

	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.


	Omit the repeated sentences,
Morphometric analysis was performed on 100 animals using the methods described by E. Mateos et al. (2009).
Well revise the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

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

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


	YES
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