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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 (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.


	In the light of increased use of synthetic pesticides in the agricultural fields to maximize the crop yield, the scientific study about the potential harms caused by these pesticides become a relevant area of research. Cypermethrin is one such pesticide. It has been reported to harm the biotic components of aquatic system. So, the present investigation can be of great importance for the scientific community as it can be a step in bridging the gaps in the scientific exploration made against toxic effects of cypermethrin or other related pesticides on the functioning of fishes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. However, it can be made more precise about the histological study, as only one tissue (gill) has been taken into consideration. 
	

	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 okay. It is advised to include the dosage and duration of the study along with a brief description of the result obtained to make it more comprehensive.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. For additional requirement of references, I have mentioned some suggestions in the manuscript file. 
	

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


	The language of the article is suitable for the scholarly communications. There are some grammatical errors in some of the sentences, which I have marked with red font in the manuscript file. It is suggested to go through a thorough grammatical check in the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are some suggestions:
1. Include statistical analysis for the haematological data obtained. 
2. Label the photographs (Blood films and gill tissues) provided in the manuscript with suitable indications.

3. Include a detail regarding histological alterations obtained in the gill tissues following exposure with cypermethrin.

4. Expand the discussion portion with suitable references and explanations. 

5. Arrange the photographs related to blood parameters and gills in definite order. 

6. For other suggestions, go through the manuscript file. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)

No, there are no ethical issues in the manuscript.
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