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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 study explains the seasonal mineral variations in the Kishan Kareri Wetland, a recently notified site in Rajasthan. The findings offer important baseline data for ecological monitoring, biodiversity conservation, and sustainable wetland management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Seasonal Dynamics of Mineral Composition in Kishan Kareri Wetland, Rajasthan” would be more suitable
	

	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.


	For a research article, an effective abstract should briefly cover background, objectives, methods, key findings and the significance of the study. The currant abstract focus on method-oriented summary, which could be enhanced further. Therefore, highlight the key findings, ecological relevance and seasonal dynamics on wetland chemistry. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but it can be improved by adding statistical validation and adding the discussion part of ecological implications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem to be sufficient but not fully up-to-date. Adding recent studies (2018–2024) and including some on wetland management, biodiversity, and conservation will make the manuscript stronger and more relevant. Add the following references: 

1. Kumar, A., & Gupta, A.K. (2019). Nutrient dynamics and ecosystem functioning of Indian wetlands: A review. Environmental Monitoring and Assessment, 191: 395.
2. Zhang, X., et al. (2020). Seasonal nutrient variations in freshwater wetlands and their implications for ecosystem management. Ecological Indicators, 117: 106624.

3. Ghosh, S., & Biswas, J.K. (2022). Seasonal water quality and trophic status of wetlands in eastern India: Implications for biodiversity conservation. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 29: 45013–45027.
	

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


	Overall, the English quality is satisfactory and understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is scientifically sound and based on standard analytical methods; however, it would benefit from incorporating statistical analyses to strengthen the interpretation of seasonal differences and the Figures and tables could be made more reader-friendly with clearer captions and graphical summaries of seasonal trends.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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:

Sanjay Xaxa, Central Mine Planning and Design Institute (CMPDI), India

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

