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	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.


	There is great interest to understand the impact of chemicals on fishes, especially on those of commercial interest. Sex reversal triggered by the exposure to chemicals and the influence of chemicals on the gender distribution of fishes are an important area of study. Here, the authors detail their results on the influence of 17α-methyltestosterone at different concentrations via two methods of exposure on the sex of the fish Xiphophorus helleri. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
	

	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.


	It is fine as it is.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some things that are not clear. In the text, it says that for each diet and experiment there was a grouping of 3 X 30 fishes (experiments were done in triplicate). This would be an acceptable set-up as at least some basic statistics can be provided (mean/STD) and should have been done for experiment 1 and experiment 2, separately (altogether 180 fish per hormonal dosis). This could also be incorporated in the presentation of Figures 1 and 2. However, in Table 1, it is shown that in fact only 100 fishes were used (without any mention of triplicates of experiments performed). So, text and table do not match. A statistical evaluation of the experiments should be performed, where the reader is informed exactly how the statistical evaluation has been performed. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, however, the references are not cited in a uniform fashion. Important references are missing such as:
Efficacy of 17‐α‐Methyltestosterone for Expression of Male Secondary Sexual Characteristics in the Green Swordtail

Roy P E Yanong, Jeffrey E Hill, Chris J Daniels, Craig A Watson North American Journal of Aquaculture 2006, Volume 68, Issue 3, Pages 224–229, https://doi.org/10.1577/A05-061.1
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should juxtapose their results with those presented in Efficacy of 17‐α‐Methyltestosterone for Expression of Male Secondary Sexual Characteristics in the Green Swordtail

Roy P E Yanong, Jeffrey E Hill, Chris J Daniels, Craig A Watson North American Journal of Aquaculture 2006, Volume 68, Issue 3, Pages 224–229, https://doi.org/10.1577/A05-061.1.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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