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	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 provides valuable scientific insight into the sublethal and chronic toxic effects of diethyl phthalate (DEP), a widely used but understudied plasticizer, on Clarias gariepinus, a commercially and ecologically important freshwater fish species. By integrating behavioral observations with comprehensive serum biochemical, hepatic, renal, and electrolyte biomarkers, the study advances understanding of DEP-induced physiological disruption in aquatic organisms. The findings contribute to the growing body of ecotoxicological evidence highlighting phthalates as emerging environmental contaminants of concern. Importantly, the study provides data that can inform environmental risk assessment, regulatory decision-making, and sustainable aquaculture management in freshwater ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is generally appropriate; however, it does not fully reflect the study's breadth. While it highlights serum biochemical assessment, the manuscript also presents important findings on behavioral responses, hepatic and renal biomarkers, and electrolyte imbalance following chronic exposure to diethyl phthalate. Revising the title to capture both behavioral and multi-organ biochemical effects would improve clarity and better align it with the scope of the results.
A suggested revised title is:

Toxic Effects of Diethyl Phthalate on Behavioural and Biochemical Responses of Clarias gariepinus
	

	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 clearly presents the study objective, methodology, and principal findings. However, minor revisions are recommended to improve clarity and alignment with the study's scope. Specifically, the authors should indicate that the exposure was chronic (45 days), reduce excessive numerical detail to enhance readability, and strengthen the concluding statement by explicitly highlighting the ecological and environmental risk assessment relevance of the findings.
	


There are occasional inconsistencies in species spelling (Clarias grariepinus vs C. gariepinus) and concentration references (e. g., an apparent typographical error reporting “23. 23.83 µL/L DEP” in the AST results). These should be corrected to avoid scientific ambiguity.
	
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant, covering foundational and applied studies on diethyl phthalate toxicity, fish ecotoxicology, and biochemical biomarkers. The inclusion of several recent references (2020–2024) indicates an effort to align the study with current scientific discourse. However, the reference list is still weighted toward older literature, particularly in the Introduction and Discussion sections.

To improve scientific currency and strengthen the manuscript’s relevance, the authors are encouraged to include more recent studies (2020–2025) focusing on (i) the occurrence and fate of phthalates in freshwater systems, (ii) chronic and sublethal toxicity of phthalates in fish, and (iii) biomarker-based environmental risk assessment.

Suggested additional references include recent works published in journals such as Environmental Pollution, Chemosphere, Aquatic Toxicology, and Ecotoxicology and Environmental Safety, particularly reviews and experimental studies addressing endocrine-disrupting chemicals and phthalate-induced multi-organ toxicity in freshwater fish.

Overall, the references are adequate, but minor updating is recommended to enhance the manuscript’s scientific relevance.
	

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


	Minor revision: The language and overall English quality are generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication; however, the manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and inconsistencies in tense and terminology that require careful editing by a proficient English speaker to improve clarity and readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript does not clearly state whether ethical approval was obtained or whether recognized animal welfare guidelines were followed for the use of live fish; a brief ethics statement should be added, although no other ethical issues are apparent.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No apparent competing interests: The manuscript does not reveal any financial, personal, or institutional conflicts of interest. However, the authors should include an explicit Declaration of Competing Interests statement to confirm this.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism suspected: There is no clear evidence of plagiarism based on the reviewer’s assessment; however, routine similarity checking by the journal is recommended as part of the standard editorial process.
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