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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript provides the first documented occurrence of the invasive armored catfish Pterygoplichthys pardalis in Nirmal Lake, Maharashtra, India. Records of invasive species are critical for biodiversity monitoring, as they serve as an early warning system for potential ecological and socio-economic impacts. By documenting its presence and identifying pathways of introduction, our study contributes valuable baseline data that can inform conservation strategies, invasive species management, and policymaking in India. Furthermore, the findings raise awareness among stakeholders, including fisheries managers and aquarium traders, about the ecological risks associated with non-native fish introductions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “First documented occurrence of the non-native invasive armored catfish Pterygoplichthys pardalis (Castelnau, 1855) in Nirmal Lake, Vasai, Palghar District, Maharashtra, India”, is informative but unnecessarily long and wordy. While it highlights the novelty of the record, the excessive detail (including both “non-native” and “invasive,” full taxonomic authority, and district-level geographic descriptors) makes it cumbersome and difficult to read. For a title to be impactful, it should be concise while still conveying the essence of the work.
Suggested Alternative Title: New Occurrence of the Invasive Catfish Pterygoplichthys pardalis in Nirmal Lake, Maharashtra

	

	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 provides a general overview of invasive species and introduces Pterygoplichthys pardalis as the focal species. However, it is not comprehensive in its present form. Several issues need to be addressed:

1. Lack of scientific structure: The abstract reads more like a narrative rather than a scientific summary. It does not clearly outline the aim, methods, results, and conclusions.

2. Overly general background: Too much space is devoted to generic statements about invasive species and the aquarium trade, while the actual study finding (first occurrence of P. pardalis in Nirmal Lake) is mentioned only briefly and without detail.

3. Missing methodological information: There is no mention of how the species was identified (e.g., morphologically, meristic counts, photographs, genetic confirmation).

4. Lack of scientific contribution: The significance of this finding (ecological implications, potential threats, or relevance to invasion biology in India) is not properly emphasized.

5. Language and style: Several sentences are colloquial (e.g., “an impossible fish to kill”) and should be replaced with scientific phrasing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript highlights a potentially important first record but is not scientifically rigorous in its current form. It requires major revision to strengthen species identification, provide methodological clarity, and frame the findings within a stronger ecological and scientific context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript appear limited, outdated, and insufficient to support the claims made. For a paper dealing with invasive Pterygoplichthys in India, it is essential to include more recent and region-specific literature on invasive alien fishes, their ecological impacts, and their distributional records. The current reference list does not reflect the latest research and thus weakens the scientific foundation of the study.
	

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


	The manuscript is not yet suitable for scholarly communication in its current form due to language quality issues, but with careful editing, it can be substantially improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	To strengthen the manuscript, I recommend the following:

1. Provide a detailed description of the specimen(s), including morphometric and meristic data, accompanied by high-quality photographs or, ideally, molecular confirmation.

2. Clearly describe sampling methods, number of individuals observed, and deposition of voucher specimens in a recognized institution.

3. Improve the abstract and overall text to ensure clarity, conciseness, and scientific tone.

4. Expand the discussion to compare with similar invasive occurrences reported in India and other regions.

5. Revise the reference list with more recent and relevant literature.

If the above concerns are addressed, the manuscript could make a valuable contribution as a baseline record for invasive species monitoring in the region. However, in its current form, I recommend major revision before it can be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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