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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 study is important as it highlights the toxicological risks of Annona muricata leaf extract on Clarias gariepinus fingerlings, a key aquaculture species. The findings provide baseline data on behavioral and histopathological effects, supporting safer use of plant-based compounds in aquaculture. Such insights are vital for sustainable fish farming and environmental risk assessment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Behavioural Responses and Changes in the Histopathology of the Gills and Liver of African Catfish (Clarias gariepinus, Burchell 1822) Fingerlings Exposed to Annona muricata Ethanolic Leaves Extract” is clear but a bit long, repetitive, and not very concise. It can be improved for readability and scientific impact.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and covers aim, methods, results, and conclusions. The LC₅₀ value is reported, but there is an inconsistency between the stated test concentrations (in mL/L) and the LC₅₀ (in mg/L). This should be clarified for accuracy. The mention of oxidative stress and hepatocellular mechanisms is speculative and not supported by the present study; consider removing or rephrasing to keep the abstract focused on actual findings. Including the number of fish used or replication details would strengthen the methodological clarity. The conclusion could be made more precise by directly emphasizing the study’s contribution to aquaculture safety rather than general statements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its design and execution, with appropriate endpoints (mortality, behavior, histopathology). However, there are minor issues: inconsistency in units (mg/L vs. mL/L), limited water quality parameters, and some speculative discussion without supporting biochemical evidence. With these small corrections, the study remains valid and contributes useful toxicological data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, but there is some over-reliance on repetitive citations. Adding a few more recent studies (2020–2024) on plant extracts and fish toxicology, particularly those highlighting histopathological effects, would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires improvement. Minor grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and repetition should be revised for clarity and fluency to meet scholarly communication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is valuable for understanding plant-derived toxicants in fish, but clarity can be improved. Tables and figures should be better formatted, and discussion expanded with stronger links to recent literature. Careful editing of language and consistency in units will further enhance the quality of the manuscript.
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