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	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 a critically needed, taxonomically validated synthesis of the ichthyofaunal diversity of the Mahanadi River basin, a region where published records have long been “scattered and taxonomically inconsistent. 

By compiling and standardizing species data spanning more than eight decades (1940–2024), the study fills a major knowledge gap and establishes a reliable baseline for future ecological, conservation, and fisheries research
· The documentation of 153 species—along with the identification of exotics, migratory taxa, and threatened categories—offers essential insights into biodiversity patterns and emerging ecological pressures
· 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 solid and scientifically sound, but adding a concise methodological note, more quantitative detail, and clearer ecological implications would make it more comprehensive and compelling for readers and reviewers

· For example: number of orders or families

· • 
proportion of native vs. exotic species

· • 
number of threatened species

· Remove minor redundancies

· The phrase “taxonomically inconsistent” appears twice in similar contexts; streamlining would improve readability
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
The manuscript is scientifically valid, and its methodology aligns with accepted standards for systematic biodiversity reviews
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
Overall, the manuscript contains a large number of references, and many of them are indeed recent, including citations from 2021, 2024, and even 2025
	

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


	Yes
The manuscript is generally understandable and conveys scientific ideas clearly
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a valuable and much‑needed synthesis of ichthyofaunal diversity in the Mahanadi River basin. The authors successfully compile and validate species records spanning more than eight decades, addressing the long‑standing issue that published information has been “scattered and taxonomically inconsistent.” The resulting checklist of 153 species, supported by taxonomic verification through FishBase and the IUCN Red List, provides an important reference point for future ecological and conservation research in the region.

However, while the scientific foundation is sound, some elements require improvement to strengthen rigor. For example, the manuscript notes that earlier literature contained “spelling errors, outdated nomenclature, and taxonomic inconsistencies,” but it does not fully describe the criteria used to resolve conflicting identifications. Additionally, the methods section would benefit from clearer inclusion/exclusion criteria for studies, and the results could be enhanced with quantitative analyses (e.g., diversity indices or spatial patterns). Despite these minor gaps, the scientific reasoning, taxonomic validation, and conclusions are coherent and consistent with the evidence provided.
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