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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.


	-The work presents current and relevant information on the impact of Endocrine-disrupting chemicals (EDCs) on the reproductive physiology of aquatic fauna.
-The document presents details on the sources, mechanisms and ecological impacts of EDCs, while emphasizing the urgency of improving monitoring, implementing stricter legislation and sustainable management of chemicals.
-The work also highlights mitigation strategies, the mechanisms and ecological impacts of EDCs, as well as a discussion about the importance of monitoring, the development of stricter legislation and sustainable management of chemicals.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 objective of the work is not well detailed, nor is methodological information included regarding how the literature search was conducted. Is the work the product of a systematic information search?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	-The objective of the work is not clearly stated at the end of the Introduction section, nor is methodological information included regarding the literature search process. Is the work the product of a systematic information search? What criteria and sources were used to gather the literature? How many documents were collected and how many were discarded, etc.? What were the exclusion criteria, etc.?
- It would be interesting to include some tables and figures that allow condensing and grouping relevant information, serving as didactic elements for the understanding and analysis of the general information presented in the text.

-In some cases, quantitative or basic (theoretical) information is presented where it is necessary to indicate the bibliographic reference.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of bibliographic references appears limited; however, there is no information about the methodology used for the search for bibliographic information, e.g. PRISMA Statement 2020.
	

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


	Yes, the language seems appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No.
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