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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 addresses the biology of Heterobranchus bidorsalis, a commercially and ecologically important freshwater catfish in West Africa. By analyzing the length-weight relationship, condition factor, and feeding habits, the study provides valuable insights into population dynamics and trophic ecology in Oguta Lake. Such information is critical for fisheries management, conservation, and sustainable exploitation of aquatic resources. The findings also contribute baseline data for future ecological and aquaculture research in Nigeria and West Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and informative.
	

	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 highlights methodology, results, and significance.

However, it is slightly lengthy and could be made more concise.

Suggest adding a clearer objective statement at the beginning (e.g., “This study aimed to investigate the length–weight relationship, condition factor, and feeding habits…”).

The entire abstract was written in italics. If this is not required, keep only the scientific names in italics and present the rest of the text in normal font.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a clear methodology.

Figures and tables should be formatted more effectively to improve readability.

Some results are repeated multiple times (e.g., mean length and weight are reported both in the text and in the tables).

Figures/graphs are currently in editable format; if this is not required, they should be converted into high-resolution image format.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly older (1980s–1990s or before 2020). Adding more recent studies (post-2020) on length-weight relationships and trophic ecology of African freshwater fishes would strengthen the literature base. Foundational references should be retained, but supplemented with recent work.

Ensure full consistency in reference formatting, as some citations currently show minor variations.

None of the references include a DOI; it is strongly recommended to add DOIs wherever possible for completeness and easy accessibility.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally clear and understandable English. However, it would benefit from minor polishing to meet the standards of scholarly communication. Some sentences are unnecessarily long, and verb tenses are not always used consistently (past vs. present). In addition, there are a few minor grammatical errors-for example, the word “specie” should be corrected to “species.” Overall, the language is acceptable, but careful light editing would improve readability and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures (maps and charts) need improved captions that clearly indicate units, chart titles, and well-explained legends.

The discussion section is generally well-supported but would be strengthened by incorporating more recent studies.

An explicit statement on ethical considerations, particularly regarding fish collection and handling, should be included.
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