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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is important as it provides valuable insights into the diet composition and feeding habits of Mystus cavasius, an economically significant freshwater catfish. The study enhances our understanding of its seasonal feeding intensity and ecological role in the Burhi Gandak River. These findings contribute to sustainable fisheries management and aquaculture practices.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is suitable as it accurately describes the focus of the study.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive, but it can be made more concise. I suggest focusing on the key findings, such as the carnivorous diet of Mystus cavasius, with gastropods as the primary food item, and the seasonal variations in feeding intensity. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It provides a detailed analysis of the diet composition, feeding habits, and Gastro-somatic index (GaSI) of Mystus cavasius, using appropriate methods such as gut content analysis and seasonal feeding intensity assessment. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient but somewhat dated, with many sources from the early 2000s. To enhance the manuscript, I suggest adding more recent studies (within the last five years) on freshwater fish feeding ecology, Mystus cavasius aquaculture, and conservation research. This would provide a more up-to-date perspective.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally strong and suitable for scholarly communication. The content is clear, and the scientific terminology is used appropriately, effectively conveying the research findings.
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