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	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 manuscript is a critical contribution to environmental science, addressing the emerging issue of anticancer drugs as pollutants in aquatic ecosystems, which is an understudied area with significant ecological implications. Evaluating the toxicity, persistence, and bioaccumulation of these pharmaceuticals it highlights the urgent need for advanced wastewater treatment technologies and robust regulatory frameworks. The use of data from the EU "Cytothreat" project and tools like POCIS provides valuable insights into monitoring and mitigating these contaminants. This work is essential for guiding future research and policy to protect aquatic biodiversity and ecosystem health from pharmaceutical pollution.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, as it concisely captures the manuscript’s focus on the ecological risks of anticancer drugs in aquatic environments and the exploration of remediation strategies. It is clear and relevant to the content. However, to emphasize the integration of monitoring and treatment solutions, a slightly more specific title could be:

"Ecological Risks of Anticancer Drugs in Aquatic Ecosystems: Monitoring and Advanced Remediation Strategies"


	

	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 mostly comprehensive, summarizing the study’s aims, methodology, key findings (e.g., cisplatin’s high toxicity, POCIS results), and conclusions regarding ecological risks and remediation needs. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the range of organisms tested (e.g., cyanobacteria to fish) to emphasize the breadth of ecotoxicological assessments. Additionally, including a note on the need for regulatory measures, as discussed in the introduction, would strengthen the abstract’s policy relevance.


	

	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.
	YES
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication, with clear and precise descriptions of methods, results, and discussions.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically robust and addresses a critical environmental issue with clear implications for policy and research. Minor revisions are needed to clarify the list of detected drugs, define “pseudo-persistent,” provide quantitative toxicity data, and refine the language for consistency. Including specific examples of advanced treatment applications and additional references would further strengthen the manuscript. With these adjustments, it is suitable for publication.
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