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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.
	This study provides crucial information on the toxicological effects of deltamethrin on aquatic life, making it a significant contribution to ecotoxicology. The findings have significant implications for environmental policy and monitoring. The concept of study and execution are excellent, and the findings are presented in an understandable manner, contributing significantly to the knowledge on pesticide toxicity and aquatic ecosystem health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The study "Deltamethrin-induced changes in alkaline and acid phosphatase activities in air-breathing fish Clarias batrachus (Linn.)" is well-suited for publication, as it effectively highlights the focus of study on the test substance, biochemical parameters, and the test organism.
	

	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 provides a brief summary of the study, but could be more detailed by including precise information on the main conclusions, such as changes in enzyme activity and the consequences, to enhance clarity and informativeness, thereby enhancing readers' understanding of the study's importance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Major studies are missing, and the manuscript has serious scientific flaws. To fill in these gaps and guarantee the scientific validity of the research, I highly advise a major revision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are generally sufficient, but incorporating more recent studies would enhance the relevance and accuracy of the manuscript. I suggest adding latest research publications (within the last 3 years) to update the literature review and strengthen the context of study.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. The writing is clear and effectively conveys the research findings. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Why was the concentration of deltamethrin (0.145ppm) chosen particularly for the study? Was any range finding tests conducted?

2.  During the experiment, how was the water quality monitored? 

3. What was the expectation about deltamethrin? Authors should give more detailed information about unknown things about this issue.

4. How was the toxicant deltamethrin dissolved for the experiment, given its limited solubility in water? How is it concluded that deltamethrin were mixed in water and changes happen because of this toxicant. Only these limited parameters testing should not work and concluded the results.

5. How the standard and working solution of deltamethrin prepared? No information has been mentioned in the manuscript.

6. Was the duration of the experiment sufficient to observe the desired effects?
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	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 details)
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