
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_4903

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	ILLUMINATING THE FUTURE: DANIO RERIO AS GAME CHANGING MODEL FOR VISION RESTORATION

	Type of the Article
	Short communication


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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 highlights the significant role of Danio rerio (zebrafish) as a model organism for studying human vision restoration. The study of zebrafish's regenerative abilities, particularly in retinal repair, offers valuable insights that can contribute to the development of therapies for retinal diseases such as macular degeneration and retinitis pigmentosa. This work has the potential to impact both regenerative medicine and drug discovery for vision restoration, making it an important contribution to the field of biomedical research."
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title "ILLUMINATING THE FUTURE: DANIO RERIO AS GAME CHANGING MODEL FOR VISION RESTORATION" seems suitable as it clearly conveys the focus of the manuscript. However, if you'd like to suggest a more concise version, something like "Danio Rerio as a Model for Vision Restoration: A Game-Changer in Retinal Regeneration" could work.
	

	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 comprehensive and summarizes the key points well. There’s no need for major changes. However, adding a sentence that briefly mentions how these insights might be applied to clinical settings (e.g., potential treatments or therapies) could make it even more impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the content provided in the manuscript, the scientific principles discussed, such as retinal regeneration in Danio rerio and the potential applications for human retinal diseases, are correctly described. There appear to be no obvious scientific inaccuracies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are recent and relevant. However, it might be worth considering adding more references on current advancements in gene therapy or stem cell therapy related to retinal diseases, especially those utilizing zebrafish models.
The references in the manuscript are up-to-date and relevant to the topic. They cover a wide range of studies on zebrafish models, gene therapy, and retinal regeneration. However, it may be useful to include more recent publications on clinical applications of zebrafish-based therapies or advancements in stem cell therapy related to retinal diseases.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and overall quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The paper is clear, well-structured, and uses appropriate scientific terminology. However, minor grammatical improvements or rephrasing could enhance clarity in certain sections, but nothing that would hinder its publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript provides valuable insights into the regenerative potential of Danio rerio for vision restoration. It is a significant contribution to the field of regenerative medicine, particularly in retinal disease research. The manuscript could benefit from a brief discussion on the potential limitations or challenges of translating zebrafish-based findings into human clinical therapies. This would provide a more balanced view and enhance the manuscript's impact.
Abstract

The abstract is generally well-written but could benefit from some minor rephrasing to improve clarity. Specifically:

· "This model has become as the instrumental in studying..." could be revised to "This model has become instrumental in studying..."

· "Blindness remains as the one of the most challenging..." should be changed to "Blindness remains one of the most challenging..."
Introduction

The introduction is informative but slightly unclear in some areas. Here are suggestions for improvement:

· In "Blindness is the state of unable to see or having the limited vision that cannot be corrected by the contact lens," consider rephrasing to "Blindness refers to the inability to see or having limited vision that cannot be corrected with contact lenses."

· "Now a days world-wide despite of age everyone are facing the vision loss problems" would sound smoother as "Nowadays, people worldwide, regardless of age, are facing vision loss problems."

· The mention of "muller glial cells in the human eyes" could be revised to "Müller glial cells in the human eye."

Scientific Classification

This section is clear, but adding a brief explanation of why the scientific classification is important could enhance its relevance to the reader.

Applications
The applications of the Danio rerio model are well outlined. However, there are some grammatical errors:

· "Danio rerio are extensively used..." should be "Danio rerio is extensively used..."

· "This allows researchers to study the pathogenesis of various diseases, including cancer, cardiovascular diseases, and neurological diseases." This is clear but could be more specific by mentioning particular examples where the Danio rerio model has been successfully used.
Conclusion

The conclusion wraps up the paper nicely but could be slightly more concise. For example:

· "Danio rerio is the one of the best models for understanding the clear live mechanisms which are likely happening in our bodies" could be simplified to "Danio rerio is one of the best models for understanding live mechanisms in our bodies."

· The final sentence could be stronger, emphasizing the long-term impact and potential of the Danio rerio model for human health.
References

The references appear well-formatted, but ensure consistency in citation style. For instance, some entries have full author names, while others have initials only.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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