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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Studies on the toxicological impact of pesticides are important as the pesticides have various negative impacts on the environment and which can  impact  human health. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is good.

However, year can be added. Eg (Linnaeus, 1758)

In addition check again wheather Hamilton is correct or not for Botia striata.

IMPACT OF MALATHION TOXICITY ON ACETYL CHOLINE ESTERASE ACTIVITY IN carassius auratus (LINNAEUS, 1758) AND botia striata (HAMILTON)

	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract in nicely written.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. 

 The  technical soundness is okay.

1. In some places scientific names are not in italics. Do it

2. Arrange the key words alphabetically.

3. Add picture of the fish species.

4. Mention the name of the statistical software used.

5. Results are not properly written.

6. In the discussion part, add few more good works related to the study and than discuss it. 

7. Discussion is short.

8. Conclusion part is not clear. Write it again


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not  recent.

1. References are not according to the journal guidelines (please check) and References need to be numbered in an order they appeared in the manuscript.
2. Few more recent and good references need to be added. 


	

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


	Yes,  the quality of the language is good, suitable for scholarly communications.


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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