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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, spatiotemporal evaluation of fish diversity in connection to water quality in Baghel Wetland, a nationally recognised but understudied habitat, this publication is significant for the scientific community. 

The work increases knowledge of how certain physico-chemical drivers influence fish assemblage structure in tropical floodplain wetlands by combining traditional diversity indices with multivariate methods like Canonical Correspondence Analysis. 

In eastern Uttar Pradesh and comparable areas of the Indo-Gangetic plains, the results produce baseline ecological data that is crucial for long-term monitoring, climate-resilient wetland management, and conservation planning. 
Additionally, the study contributes to the field of freshwater ecology and fisheries science by providing a reproducible analytical framework for connecting biodiversity patterns with environmental gradients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the current title is appropriate.

The study's focus, variables, location, and spatial-temporal scope are all clearly reflected, and it is in good agreement with the technique (diversity indices and CCA) and findings.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally thorough and well-organised, outlining the objectives, study design, methodology, main findings, and conclusions. The study's scope and key conclusions regarding fish diversity and water quality in Baghel Wetland are clearly conveyed.
Some suggestions:

Declaration of contextual gaps

Make it clear that Baghel Wetland has never before had a spatiotemporal, multivariate evaluation of the links between fish diversity and water quality. This will increase the study's uniqueness.

Determine important water quality ranges. 

The abstract would be more data-driven without being overloaded if it included one or two representative ranges (such as pH or dissolved oxygen).
The final sentence may briefly describe how the results can help with regional climate-resilient planning, fisheries management, or wetland conservation.

The list of diversity indices is suitable, however unless the journal requests it, the names of each index may be somewhat shortened to preserve flow.

The proposed additions are intended to improve clarity, innovation, and applied significance rather than to address shortcomings; no removals are necessarily essential because all components are pertinent.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is methodologically and scientifically sound. For evaluating spatiotemporal patterns in fish diversity and their connections to water quality in a freshwater wetland ecosystem, the study design, sampling plan, and analytical techniques are suitable. It is justified and appropriate to utilise standard diversity indices in conjunction with multivariate analysis (Canonical Correspondence Analysis) in order to determine the main environmental factors affecting the structure of fish assemblages.

Fish species are identified using recognised taxonomic references, and conservation status designations align with the most recent IUCN Red List. Standard, probe-based techniques were used to test water quality measures, and recognised limnological and ecological concepts are congruent with the interpretation of seasonal and regional fluctuations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current reference list, which covers essential work on fish diversity, freshwater ecology, water quality assessment, and multivariate analysis techniques, seems adequate in scope based on the description you've given. 
It probably contains regional research and fundamental publications that are pertinent to Indian wetlands.
However, I suggest adding a few more current and significant references (last 5-7 years) in the following areas to further bolster the manuscript's currency and scientific foundation:
	

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


	The manuscript's overall English quality and phrasing are typically appropriate for scholarly communication. The language employed in the article is suitable for an academic readership in ecology, fisheries science, and environmental studies, and it is written clearly and academically.

To further enhance readability and clarity, minimal to moderate language polishing is advised. There are occasionally problems with grammar, repetition, tense consistency, and word choice, and some phrases are rather long and could be shortened. These may somewhat impair fluency but have no effect on the scientific content.

The using different sentence structures, you might lessen the repetition of terms like "similar findings were reported."

To make big, complex sentences easier to read, break them up into shorter ones.

Make sure that scientific words are used consistently (e.g., physico-chemical vs. physicochemical).

Use a little copy-editing to fix typos and enhance paragraph transitions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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