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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.


	This paper provides a brief summary of zebrafish as an appropriate alternative to lab rodents in biomedical science. Zebrafish have several advantages, such as fast development, homology to human genes, and low costs. They are thus applicable in brain drug research, heart diseases, and cancer biology. The review shows their various applications, which can be employed to reduce the use of animal models, thereby eliminating ethical issues and improving experimental efficiency. The research is especially helpful to scientists working in drug discovery, toxicology, and genetics.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It’s  suitable but if authors want to change he can take this suggestion 
Zebrafish as a Promising Alternative to Rodent Models In Biomedical Research
	

	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 gives the key points for zebrafish as an alternative model but requires minor changes for readability and completeness. 

Add some research areas where zebrafish successfully replace rodent models

Improve sentence structure for clarity(Last line)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically contributed, strong and reliable in support of zebrafish as an alternative model.
But the inclusion of a Limitations Section would improve the work by giving a more balanced view.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some reference are old, more recent studies enhances credibility
	

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


	There are certain grammatical error (mainly in abstract, intro and discussion part)  please read carefully
Correct full stop commas etc.
	

	Optional/General comments


	After these minor adjustments are done, the manuscript will be a worthwhile contribution to the field. The authors work extremely hard.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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