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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.


	The manuscript holds significant importance for scientific community as it provides comprehensive synthesis of wetland type, classification and functions while also highlighting the ecological richness of Gujarat’s diverse wetland ecosystem. By critically analysing past research and identifying gaps it contributes valuable insights that can guide future studies.
	

	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.
	There is a need to improve writing mistake in the manuscript
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No
	

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


	Quite appropriate
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Correct all references citation throughout the manuscript to follow’s the journals guidelines.

· For example, change citation like (Garg et al. (2007) to (Garg et al., 2007) / Garg et al. (2007)
· Add more recent references
· Check for missing citation in paragraphs and add appropriate refences to support the statements.
· As this is a review paper author should focus more on including a wide range of relevant and updated refences to strength the scientific credibility. 
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Pragya Mehta, Gopal Narayan Singh University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


