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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.


	The study of histopathological changes in the kidney of Clarias gariepinus exposed to cypermethrin (25% EC) holds significant importance for the scientific community. For instance, Environmental Impact Assessment, Indicator of Pollution, Human Health Implications, Conservation and Aquaculture, and Scientific Advancement. Please write the significant finding of this study in introduction part.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes. But it must be modified. The title must be concise precise and understandable simply. 
	

	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.


	Quantify the abstract. Point out and report key results.
• Keywords should reflect the key points of the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is quite significant. Need to improve more on technical writing, statistical analysis is a crucial aspect to support the finding. The manuscript is must be revised and rewritten before being considered for publication.
	

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

Check the number of figures, 

•Literature review in paper is poor.... The references used need to be improved and strengthened
	

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


	There are huge mistakes in the manuscript and should be rechecked for grammatical & spelling mistakes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Rewrite abstract for more clear understanding.
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	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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