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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 manuscript is interesting and important because it clearly explains how endocrine-disrupting chemicals (EDCs) affect aquatic organisms through various toxins released from multiple sectors such as agriculture, pesticides, industry, pharmaceuticals, and domestic wastewater. The paper highlights how these substances interfere with reproductive physiology, leading to serious biological consequences like hormonal imbalance, intersex conditions, and reduced fertility across different aquatic taxa. Understanding these disruptions is essential for the scientific community because many of these chemicals continue to enter aquatic systems and, if not controlled, the genetic structure and population stability of connected aquatic ecosystems may face severe long-term problems. Therefore, this review provides valuable scientific insights that can support environmental monitoring, policy development, and conservation strategies.

	

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

	The current title is suitable and reflects the main theme of the manuscript.

	

	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 and clearly summarizes the main points of the review. It captures the key mechanisms and reproductive impacts of endocrine disruptors without needing any major deletions. However, adding a few more specific keywords—such as “HPG axis,” “sex reversal,” or “bioaccumulation”—could improve searchability and better reflect the detailed content of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and presents accurate descriptions of endocrine disruptor mechanisms, reproductive impacts, and ecological consequences across aquatic taxa. The authors have compiled a wide range of studies and explained the concepts clearly. As this is a review article, the absence of original experimental data is acceptable; however, the discussion could be strengthened by more critical comparison of the cited studies and by highlighting any conflicting findings where relevant. Overall, the scientific content is sound and consistent with existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include many recent studies relevant to endocrine disruptors and aquatic reproduction. However, a few additional up-to-date papers could further strengthen the review, especially those published in the last 2–3 years on emerging contaminants and mixture toxicity.
	

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

	Yes, the language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with only minor areas that could be improved for clarity and flow.
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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 detail)
No ethical issues are present in this manuscript, as it is a review article and does not involve new experiments on animals or human subjects.
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