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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides information on how fish adapt to environmental factors. These findings are crucial for designing fish conservation strategies and also for fish aquaculture efforts. This manuscript also provides an understanding of how morphological features (jaws and teeth) can be indicators of fish adaptation to environmental factors for feeding and respiration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Scanning Electron Microscopy Analysis of Some Vital Structures of Oncorhynchus mykiss (Family: Salmonidae) from Kashmir Himalayas. I suggest to add analysis after SEM.
	

	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 clearly state the purpose of the study and also mention the number of samples analysed in the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but this manuscript only describes qualitative data. It would be better if this manuscript also describes quantitative data, such as tooth length or tooth dimension, gill racker length, etc. so that statistical analysis can be used to distinguish the analyzed parameters from the samples. And it would be even better if the samples collected from different habitat, such as clean and polluted waters, or wild and farmed fish.
Figure 5 (a-d) should be given a caption for each part of the image to make it easier for the reader to understand.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is one article should be cited in study (https://doi.org/10.3390/ani12121476). This article is very relevant to this study and up to date (2023)
	

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


	In the results section, it is better to use only the past tense. The paragraphs of the manuscript are too long. It should be short, so that it is easy for the reader to understand/follow.

	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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