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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 paper is an important contribution to crustacean endocrinology as it answers the question whether retinoic acid (RA) acts as a hormone in crustaceans. It compiles findings from biochemical, physiological, and molecular research, emphasizing the pleiotropic influence of RA. It is a progress on crustacean biology, endocrine regulation and aquaculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes , it is appropriate 
	

	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 general and does not mention particular findings. 2–3 contrasting conclusions are suggested for clarity and impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is conceptually valid: M&M is appropriate, Literature review is strong, relevant citations, Molecular and physiological mechanisms are well summarized.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, enough references including latest studies (till 2023). But there might be more diversity in cited research at a global level.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is generally scholarly, but the manuscript would benefit from professional editing to improve clarity, reduce redundancy, and enhance readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider adding schematic diagrams for signaling pathways.

Clarify speculative vs evidence-based statements.
Organize sub-sections more clearly for better readability.
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	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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