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	1. Abstract Overextension and Structural Length

The Abstract (Page 1) is visually and structurally overextended. It repeats identical methodology baselines and results twice within the same section rather than keeping to a concise summary. It needs to be strictly shortened by removing redundant data and broad context lines.

2. Data and Value Contradictions (Text vs. Tables)

Specific Growth Rate (SGR) Typo: The Abstract states an SGR value of 211.66 ± 0.23% for T2 (p. 1). However, Table 1 (Page 7) and the Conclusion (Page 20) accurately establish this value as 11.66 ± 0.23% (pp. 7, 20). An accidental "2" was prefixed in the abstract text (page 1).

Corrupted Text and Missing Baseline Data: On Page 1, the baseline control parameters are corrupted: C1with 99.92±3.9217.83, 2.86± 0.338ᵈ (page 1). The string 3.9217.83 is a critical typo (page 1). Furthermore, total biomass metrics (99.92g and 270.24g) are listed here but are completely missing from Table 1 on Page 7 
3. Physiological and Histopathological Inconsistencies

Cortisol Profile Misrepresentation: Page 18 states that plasma cortisol levels for T1 and T2 decreased toward Day 60, "approaching the baseline values recorded in the 35 ppt control group" (page 18). This directly contradicts Table 1 (Page 11) and Figure 9, where T2 (63.43 ± 2.22) remains significantly elevated compared to C1 (41.98), showing no baseline recovery trend (page 11).

Discrepancy in Hepatic Pathology Severity: The Abstract (Page 1) and Discussion (Page 16) report that fish at 5 ppt (T3) exhibited “severe histopathological changes, including hepatocyte necrosis and hemorrhage” . However, the descriptive caption for Figure 4 (Page 9) downplays this, describing them as merely “localized cellular alterations” with regular intravascular erythrocytes (page 9).

4. Table Duplication and Reference Mismatching

Duplicate Table Numbering: There are two entirely different tables titled "Table 1" (Growth Performance on Page 7 and Plasma Profiles on Page 11) .

Broken Cross-Referencing: On Page 12, the text directs the reader to "Table 1.4" for antioxidant enzymes (page 12), but the actual table on Page 13 is labeled "Table 2" (page 13). Similarly, Page 10 points to a singular "Table 1" for stress parameters, adding further confusion due to the duplicate titles (page 10).

5. Text Duplication (Copy-Paste Error)

 In the Discussion section (Page 15), a long paragraph regarding periphyton benefits ("Furthermore, the periphyton developed on the split bamboo substrates likely provided...") is pasted twice in immediate succession within the same subsection (page 15).
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