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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 manuscript presents an important perspective on the use of zebrafish as an alternative model in experimental research. Given the growing interest in ethical and cost-effective animal models, this study contributes to the scientific community by highlighting the advantages of zebrafish in biomedical research. The findings may encourage further exploration of zebrafish models, leading to advancements in various fields, including genetics, toxicology, and neurobiology. Additionally, this work supports ongoing efforts to refine and reduce the use of mammalian models in research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title: "Zebra Fish Model as an Alternative Experimental Support to Laboratory Rodents" The title is unclear. A better option could be: "Zebrafish as an Alternative Model to Laboratory Rodents in Experimental 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 should provide a concise summary in a couple of paragraphs, briefly describing the study, its subject, object, key findings, and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, formally it is a scientific article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In Introduction section should present a broader justification for the chosen research topic. It should not merely summarize the literature review but also include an independent rationale for the relevance of the study. The article should include standard sections such as Introduction, Literature Review, Methodology, Results, Discussion, and Conclusion to ensure clarity and logical structure.  References should be integrated within the text rather than placed at the end of paragraphs. The current format makes it seem as if the entire text is borrowed, even though it is a literature review. Proper citation placement will enhance readability and demonstrate the author’s analytical engagement with the sources.
	


	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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