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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 looks at the importance of analyzing Length-Weight Relationships (LWR) and Fulton's Condition Factor (K) for the Ocellated Pufferfish, Leiodon cutcutia, in the Ichamati River. It focuses on seasonal changes to understand the fish's growth, health, and the overall health of the river's ecosystem for better management. Key findings include specific 'b' values indicating whether the fish grow evenly (isometric) or unevenly (allometric), seasonal changes in K (better condition in summer and after monsoon, worse during spawning and monsoon), differences between male and female fish, and the species' role in the Indo-Gangetic basin. This information can help shape conservation strategies for this often-overlooked fish.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No
A statistical analysis of length-weight relationships (LWR) and Fulton's Condition Factor of the Ocellated Pufferfish, Leiodon cutcutia (Hamilton, 1822), from the Indo-Bangladesh transboundary river Icchamati in West Bengal, India, with a special emphasis on seasonal variations.
	

	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.


	Abstract
The conclusion lacks meaningful content and contains grammatical errors.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No
In Materials and Methods

· Too many illustrations in the area of study and sample collection.

In Results and Discussion

There is no strong evidence to support the current results, and the author cites only two references in the discussion.

Conclusion

There are too many issues with errors in the English language. Please shorten it and improve the wording.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Insufficient
In the last reference

42. Oni, SK, Olayemi JY, Adegboye JD. Comparative physiology of three ecologically distinct freshwater fishes in Alestes nurse Riippell, Synodontis schal Bloch, S. schneider, and Tilapia zill Gervais. Journal of Fisheries Biology. 1983; 22:105-109.

 Change the year

Check format
	

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


	MUST
Need for the entire manuscript
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author corrects all the mistakes, and the work may be accepted.
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