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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.


	This manuscript evaluates ichthyofaunal diversity and water quality of the Shivnath River, Chhattisgarh, and provides valuable ecological insights. The study is important as it establishes baseline information on fish diversity, seasonal variations, and anthropogenic impacts, which are crucial for conservation planning and sustainable fisheries management. It also highlights the ecological risks of exotic species and supports integrated river basin management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable, but can be refined for clarity → Health Assessment of the Shivnath River, Chhattisgarh, India, through Analysis of Ichthyofaunal Diversity and Water Quality.
	

	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 and provides a good overview of the study, including objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, a few improvements are suggested:

· Replace the word “effectual” with “effective” or “comprehensive” for clarity.

· Include specific quantitative values of biodiversity indices (e.g., Shannon-Wiener and Simpson’s Index) to strengthen the scientific weight of the abstract.

· The mention of “anthropogenic pressures including pollution, overfishing, and invasive species” is relevant, but it could be made more concise by stating they were identified as key threats.

· Consider adding a short concluding sentence that directly highlights the need for conservation action and sustainable river basin management.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The study is based on a clear research objective and employs standard methods for both fish sampling and water quality analysis (APHA, 2005; Trivedy & Goel, 1986). The diversity indices (Shannon-Wiener, Simpson’s Index, Evenness) are appropriately applied and interpreted. The results are logically presented, supported with species lists, tables, and figures, and the discussion meaningfully links findings to ecological significance, anthropogenic impacts, and conservation needs.
	

	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 are relevant and include foundational works (e.g., APHA 2005; Trivedy & Goel, 1986) as well as some region-specific studies. However, the reference list could be strengthened with the inclusion of more recent publications (post-2015) to reflect updated research trends in riverine biodiversity, water quality, and fisheries management.

Suggested additional references for inclusion:
· FAO (2020). The State of World Fisheries and Aquaculture 2020. Sustainability in action. FAO, Rome.

· ICAR-CIFRI (2019). Riverine Fisheries of India: Management and Conservation Perspectives. Central Inland Fisheries Research Institute, Barrackpore.

· Sarkar, U., Gupta, S., & Lakra, W.S. (2017). Biodiversity, ecohydrology, threat status and conservation priority of the freshwater fishes of river Ganga. Aquatic Ecosystem Health & Management, 20(2–4), 401–412.

· Dahanukar, N., Raghavan, R., Ali, A., Abraham, R., & Shaji, C.P. (2016). The status and distribution of freshwater fishes of the Western Ghats. Journal of Threatened Taxa, 8(2), 8578–8664.
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, well-structured, and understandable.
· Replace uncommon terms (e.g., “effectual” → “effective” or “comprehensive”).

· Ensure consistency in tense and sentence structure, particularly in the Abstract and Discussion.

· Italicize all scientific names uniformly (e.g., Labeo rohita, Ompok bimaculatus).

· Correct small typographical errors (e.g., “sbimaculatus” should be “bimaculatus”).

· Improve clarity in certain repetitive sections (e.g., “Adaptive Advantages” and “Ecological Roles” appear twice).
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents valuable baseline information on fish diversity and water quality of the Shivnath River, which is of both ecological and socio-economic importance. The study highlights key issues such as seasonal variation, anthropogenic pressures, and the presence of exotic species, making it highly relevant for conservation and management strategies.

For improvement, the following points are suggested:

· Figures should be presented with higher resolution and clearer legends.

· Table 1 can be reformatted for consistency, ensuring proper alignment and italicization of scientific names.

· The Discussion section could be made more concise by avoiding repetition (e.g., “Adaptive Advantages” and “Ecological Roles”).

· Authors may consider adding a brief section on the management implications of their findings to strengthen practical application.

Overall, the paper is a well-structured contribution to freshwater biodiversity research and merits publication after revisions.
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