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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 suggests the use of herbal extracts for reducing the oxidative stress in fish which can be caused by various stressors. The manuscript provides the comparative effect of bitter leaf and utazi leaf extract, which can be used for their shown properties in other related problems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The biological name of fish “Clarias gariepinus” is incorrect and requires proper italicization. The title can be modified to “THE AMELIORATIVE EFFECT OF ETHANOLIC EXTRACTS OF BITTER LEAF AND UTAZI LEAF ON THE ANTIOXIDANT PROPERTIES OF Clarias gariepinus FINGERLINGS TREATED WITH DICLOFENAC”. Further it can be made more scientific by adding biological name of plants used.
· Mention the type of article above.
	

	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.


	· Initially, on first mention, write full form once and provide the abbreviation in brackets, after which the abbreviation can be used further in the manuscript. 

· Also mention the biological names of plant used.
· “ 0.4 DCF”- mention it properly as “0.4 mg/L DCF”. 

· Check it for grammatical errors.

· Mention the average size of fingerlings used for experiment.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction
· There is a need to add why Diclofenac is a major issue, which needs to be cured. Is that place receiving this chemical in large amount which is getting disposed in water body?

· Write the formulas (O2 , NO2 etc.) in proper manner with subscript.

· In last sentence, objective should be clear. It must include “ treated with diclofenac” as challenge is done for this.

Material and Methods

· There is no such need to write it in experimental chemical column- “12, MIDC, Tarapur, Dist. Palghar, Maharashtra-401506 India, with the Batch No: MP9574, Serial No: OMCPL5AA6040 and NAFDAC Reg No: 04-5388”. This line can be omitted. 
· Mention the time period of experimentation.

· Only the digits less than 10 needs to be written in words (e.g. nine, eight etc.). So “ One hundred and fifty” should be written as numeral “150”. Further, in same paragraph, “8 week old” should be written as “eight week old”.
· It is not clear how feed was prepared, either feed ingredients were mixed with distilled water or the commercial feed was used.

· Chemical formulas have no proper subscripts.

· In catalase inhibition, formula is not clear. It should be clear that what values are taken either absorbance or amount used.

· The manuscript must be rechecked and wherever required, the units for values must be mentioned.

· Make methods crispier and clearer.

Result

· Include legends below table to explain abbreviations used in it.

· Check grammatical errors and alignment properly. 

Discussion

· “This may imply that there is no lipid peroxidation, which is a direct indicator that cell membrane damage had not occurred in the tissue (23)” this sentence is repeated in first and second paragraph. So do not repeat the same discussion, instead use it once but if required, combine the results if there is need to mention it again.
· In conclusion, mention which is found to be most effective.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Few more references can be added. Reference for using 6% extract , found be effective, must be added.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Language needs to be carefully checked and needs proper restructuring in material and methods section to make it more clear for easy understanding.
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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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