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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 (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 highlights the significant biological impact of aquatic pollution on fish, using Sarotherodon melanotheron as a bioindicator species. The research underscores the importance of this species in assessing water quality and pollution levels, making it a crucial tool for monitoring aquatic ecosystem health.
	

	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.


	It requires several grammatical corrections, improvement in sentence structure, and consistent formatting (especially for scientific names).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· https://doi.org/10.1016/j.emcon.2024.100422
· DOI: http://doi.org/10.22438/jeb/45/3/MRN-5232
· https://doi.org/10.1007/s10695-024-01434-2 
· Doi: 10.58414/SCIENTIFICTEMPER.2024.15.1.12 
Addition of the above references will improve the depth of the Paper
	

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


	   Its moderate
	

	Optional/General comments


	The text presents a well-structured overview of aquatic pollution, its biological impact on fish, and the use of Sarotherodon melanotheron as a bioindicator species. However, it requires several grammatical corrections, improved sentence structure, and consistent formatting (especially for scientific names). Addressing these issues will enhance the clarity, scientific accuracy, and professional tone of the work—making it more suitable for academic or research publication. Solid foundational content, but refinement is necessary for polish and coherence.

· The author should italicize the genus and species names throughout the entire manuscript, ensuring that the genus name is capitalized.

· The introduction is poorly written and should be thoroughly revised to improve clarity, structure, and coherence, ensuring it effectively presents the background and objectives of the study.

· The author should present the study location section in paragraph format, as bullet points are not appropriate. Since no data on soil sediment are provided in the manuscript, this content should be removed.

· The manuscript should be carefully reviewed to correct all spelling errors throughout the text.

· The author should euthanize the fish and write the correct method for better clarity. Add the following references for better clarity-
· https://doi.org/10.1016/j.emcon.2024.100422
· DOI: http://doi.org/10.22438/jeb/45/3/MRN-5232
· The author should write correctly and cite at least one reference for 10% neutral buffered formalin. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10695-024-01434-2 
· The author demonstrates proper scientific writing and maintains appropriate safety protocols by consistently using gloves during sampling and other research activities, reflecting a clear commitment to methodological accuracy and ethical research standards. 

· The author focuses on gill tissue in the study; however, the histopathology figure and its caption incorrectly refer to the liver. This inconsistency should be correct to reflect the tissue analyze accurately.

· The histopathology images do not clearly show deformities. Additionally, please include the scale bar.

· Author should add recent references in the discussion section regarding histopathological anomalies- Doi: 10.58414/SCIENTIFICTEMPER.2024.15.1.12 

· The conclusion needs significant improvement in writing. It lacks clarity and does not effectively summarize the key findings of the study. Consider rephrasing it to provide a more concise and impactful summary of the results.

· The genus and species names should be italicized, and the DOI format is incorrect in the reference section. Please ensure all references are properly formatted according to the required citation style.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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