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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.


	This manuscript presents a very comprehensive review of cadmium toxicity in freshwater fish. 
The topic is highly relevant since heavy metal contamination, particularly cadmium, remains a serious global threat to aquatic ecosystems and food safety. 

The review covers multiple aspects, from physiological and behavioral effects to biochemical, hematological, histopathological, and genotoxic impacts. 
Such information will be valuable for researchers, regulators, and aquaculture practitioners in developing effective strategies for pollution control and environmental management.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and relevant. 

However, for a slightly sharper focus on impacts and implications, I suggest the alternative:

“Cadmium Toxicity in Freshwater Fish: Physiological, Ecological, and Health Implications – A Comprehensive Review”.
	

	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 provides a good general overview, including the background, sources of contamination, impacts on fish, and the need for further research. 
I recommend adding one or two sentences on the practical implications and environmental management recommendations, so readers can immediately see the real-world relevance of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and based on valid references. 
The discussion is well-structured and logical. 
However, it is mainly descriptive; adding more critical analysis and cross-study synthesis would provide deeper insight and make the review more compelling.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and includes recent sources up to 2024. 
Still, the authors may consider adding recent studies on the interaction between cadmium and microplastics, as this is a growing area of concern directly relevant to the topic.

	

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


	Overall, the language is adequate for scholarly communication. 
However, some sentences are overly long and appear as direct translations. Minor language editing is recommended to improve flow and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This review has significant potential to contribute to the field of aquatic toxicology. 
The required improvements are relatively minor, mainly ensuring citation consistency, reducing repeated information, and adding visual aids (e.g., a diagram of cadmium bioaccumulation pathways) to enhance comprehension.
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