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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 review paper provides a comprehensive synthesis of current research on the toxicological and ecological impacts of benzo[a]pyrene (B[a]P), a major PAH derived from coal mining. It integrates molecular, biochemical, histopathological, and ecological evidence in freshwater fishes, presenting a holistic understanding of how B[a]P affects aquatic systems. The article is valuable for environmental biologists, toxicologists, and policy makers working on aquatic pollution and environmental risk assessment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the manuscript’s content.
No change suggested.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the objectives, mechanisms, findings, and implications of the review. It could slightly shorten the last sentence for conciseness, but overall it is well-written.
Suggestion: Replace “This comprehensive analysis of B[a]P toxicity in freshwater fish offers insights into evidence-based management strategies...” with “This analysis provides insights into evidence-based management strategies...”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. It effectively integrates findings from multiple studies and provides detailed explanations of oxidative stress, DNA damage, and histopathology mechanisms. Figures and tables are relevant and informative.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are abundant, current (many from 2020–2025), and properly cited. The inclusion of recent studies (2024–2025) strengthens the review. No major additions needed.
	

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


	Yes. The manuscript is written in clear, formal academic English. Minor typographical adjustments could improve readability, but overall language quality is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures are well-designed and aid understanding.

Add 2–3 additional images, schematic diagrams, or graphs to enhance visual presentation and reader engagement.

The conclusion effectively summarizes research gaps and future directions.

Overall, the manuscript is of high academic quality and suitable for publication after minor revision (language polishing and addition of 2–3 figures).
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