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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.
	The manuscript entitled ‘Biodiversity Status and Environmental Drivers of Ichthyofauna in Shivna River, India’ has important aspect in knowing the biodiversity of the Shivna river, Madhya Pradesh and the analysis regarding how the environmental drivers that affect species diversity there is a much needed study.
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	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 

N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	


	
	Author’s Feedback

	Though the study and research area is good for the readers, the representation of the manuscript needs much improvement. It need much revision in improving the quality of the paper.
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