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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Possibly a much appropriate title could be “Ecological consequences of sand mining on aquatic environments”
	

	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 is very generalised without any mention of objectives and outcome of the review. The statement that “However, not much attention is given to this problem in past” is incorrect. There are well laid policies for prohibiting sand mining in the rivers of India.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The authors have neither followed a format of review paper nor of a research paper. Materials and Methods section is not included. A simple mention of data analysis is insufficient. 
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	References are sufficient. However, authors have made many statement in the article which are possibly sourced from these references but the sources are not mentioned correctly. 
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	Authors have selected a very important subject but they have not progressed systematically in their writing. They have neither followed the format of a review article and nor of a research paper. The entire discussion is written as a running text with many repetitive and overlapping statements. They could have either listed the impacts of sand mining and described each individually with facts, figures and references or selected the rivers as a case study and reported the impacts. Recommendation and conclusions are vaguely written without adding any new suggestion.
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