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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 has generated evidence to engage the scientific community- environmental agencies, farmers and water managers on the use of this herbicide (Diuron).
It has highlighted how diuron toxicity may interact with common estuarine stressor – salinity shifts and DO. Also, the effect concentration (LC50) and environmental persistence of the herbicide has been derived and addressed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article is suitable
	

	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 researcher stated two objectives “to evaluate the herbicide's safety levels during the exposure period and to find the Diuron 96-hour median lethal concentration toward the Javanese medaka (O. javanicus) together with their behavioral reactions”.
The abstract should capture the approach and result of the first objective and the behavioural reaction endpoint of the test organism should be clearly stated in the abstract as well.
	

	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.
	The references are sufficient but 36% of the references are obsolete (below 2010)
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in clear and precise English, making it suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. “Behaviour” and “Behavior” are both correct but are of different regional pattern. The researcher should be consistent/stick to one preferred pattern.
2. The horizontal axis title of figure 1- “behavioural” and not “bahavioural”. Change a to e.
3. The full meaning of the keys (alphabets on the bars) should be stated below the figure 1 title.

4.  Finding 96-hour Median lethal concentration, “juveniles” Javenese medaka would be best model test organism as they are more sensitive to contaminants (better for detecting LC50).
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There are no ethical issued
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