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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.


	The paper examined the risk of exposing fishes to pyrethroid pesticide - deltamethrin. It highlighted the impacts of the pesticide on unintended organisms. The design of the experiment was appropriate for the objective of the study. The study adds to the body of knowledge critical to the achievement of sustainable life on land and in water.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. A hyphen between the last two words was suggested.
	

	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. The deletion of a statement was suggested. The statement was highlighted and the reasons for the suggestion were in the manuscript. The implication of the study for human health as stated at https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC7692614/ should be part of the conclusion of the paper with recommendation to governments to sponsor research on guidance for the application of pyrethroid. This should also end the abstract.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	The author should go through the manuscript and pay attention to punctuation. Abbreviations should be consistent. DLM should not be written as DM. Corrections were suggested as comments attached to highlighted portions of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	If the scales from the experiments are still available, the authors may consider running the SEM analysis again using the same magnification, preferably, 500X. The 18X - 500X magnification used in the analysis made visual comparison difficult.
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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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