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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive review of wetlands in India and highlights the growing pressure of urbanisation on these fragile ecosystems. It brings together ecological, socio-economic, and policy perspectives, which helps readers understand the complexity of wetland conservation. The paper also emphasizes the need to integrate wetlands into urban planning for sustainable development. Overall, it contributes valuable insights for researchers, planners, and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	· Yes, the title of the article is suitable and clearly reflects the content and focus of the manuscript. No change is required.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly outlines the importance of wetlands, major threats, and policy gaps. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	· The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-supported by relevant literature. Concepts related to wetland functions, threats, and management are correctly explained. Minor repetition can be reduced in some sections to improve clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	· The references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent. They cover both national and international studies appropriately. No major additions are necessary, though a few more recent India-specific urban wetland case studies could further strengthen the review.
	

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

	

· The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
· The manuscript is well-organized and informative. Improving figure and table formatting and avoiding repetition would enhance presentation quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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