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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.
	The manuscript is highly important for the scientific community as it seeks to examines and assess the health implications of  minimal or prolong exposure of chemically formulated insecticide to aquatic fishes, used in aquaculture to enhance fish growth or production. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable except that the study region or location was not captured in the title ‘Effects of Sub-Lethal Concentration of Cypermethrin on the Biochemical, Behavioural and Haematological Parameters of rohu (Labeo rohita) fingerlings’
I suggest that the title should read ‘Effects of Sub-Lethal Concentration of Cypermethrin on the Biochemical, Behavioural and Haematological Parameters of rohu (Labeo rohita) fingerlings in (….. River), India.
	

	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 need to be revised by the author. The format used here is obsolete and should be revised in accordance with global practise. No section or sub heading is allowed in abstract. The abstract should be a paragraph which should convey objectives, methods, results and conclusion.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes the references are sufficient and most are recent except that few of the references are obsolete such as 1939, 1951, 1920, and 1991. The author should replace with recent references.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, but requires minor correction of typographic errors observed in the Background section.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I strongly suggest that the abstract of the manuscript should be revised to conform to global practise of abstract formulation. The article is scientifically robust and sound 
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