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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 presents a valuable baseline study of ichthyofaunal diversity in Champanala, a channel of the River Ganga in Bhagalpur, Bihar. It provides important ecological data on species composition, seasonal variations, and threats affecting fish diversity. The topic has both scientific and conservation significance in India.
	

	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.


	Its OK
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but needs some modifications:
1. The methodology is descriptive but lacks detail on sampling effort, standardization, and quantitative diversity indices (e.g., Shannon-Weiner, Simpson's Index).

2. Several inconsistencies in fish names and family assignments (e.g., Notopterus spp. under Clupeidae instead of Notopteridae; spelling variations like Mastacembellus vs Mastacembelus, Oxygasterb bacaila should be Oxygaster bacaila).

3. Tables are informative but overly large and repetitive, correct them.
4. Correct outdated IUCN citation (use latest 2025 Red List instead of 2020 source).

5. Ensure all scientific names are italicised.

6. Figures (photographs, maps) should be clearly referenced but missing in the manuscript.

7. Clarify meaning of occurrence codes (VC, C, RO) in legends in respective figures and tables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The discussion contains many references but often lists them without critical comparison of results. It is better if author did analysis comparing current findings with previous studies in similar ecosystems.

Some more references can be added, from upside stretch of Ganga River like from Varanasi. I suggest to add, Length-weight relationship of six freshwater fish species in the ponds in close vicinity to River Ganges, Varanasi
	

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


	Frequent grammatical errors, inconsistent capitalisation, and long unstructured sentences reduce the readability of manuscript. Proofread of manuscript by some native speaker or some paid grammar software is required for clarity, conciseness, and uniform formatting.
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