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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.

	A manuscript will be relevant if it contains what the author declares. Scientific XOY graphs should be provided for all regressions: measured otolith morphology parameters on the x-axis and corresponding body parameters on the y-axis. 
Tables with regression values alone, without providing empirical data, are irrelevant to me. For otolith parameters measured in the lateral plane, please provide their correct names: otolith length and height. Otolith width (thickness) is not provided in the transverse section (view) – if possible, please add this (the description will be three-dimensional). Descriptions in photographs should be beyond the edges – the otolith contour (as for Puntius conchonius) – to avoid being them on the otoliths. The value of the manuscript will be significantly increased if the author includes photographs of all otoliths, as this will provide valuable material for further multifaceted research. Please use the correct term "mass" rather than the slang term "weight" for body and otoliths.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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.

	Yes, after above corrections
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, after correct the names of otolith morphology parameters. And replace weight into mass. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No suggestion
	

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

	I understand that English
	

	Optional/General comments

	Great value if empirical data and photos of all otolith be in manuscript  
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	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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