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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Manuscript is important for to assess the ill effect of monocrotophos on fish population.
Mms can help to enhance and survival of fish population.

It is also helpful to maintain the fish farm management and fish health risk assessment.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it 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.


	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript scientifically is not correct due to following reasons.
· Acute toxicity test method is not correct. Correct mortality per cent is not showing in manuscript.

· LC50 estimation method is  mentioned probity analysis.( page -3 line 16) but graph of probit is not appropriate.(result-page-5,fig-2)
· Selections of doses are random, there is no any scientific criteria describe for selection of these dose.( page -3 line 2)
· Mortality was documented in at 24, 48, 72, and 96 hours,( page -3 line 4)  is not seen in result.
· Disinfection of fish by 5 PPM is not recommended, it is injuries for gills.

· Amount of water per fish is recommended10 litter/fish 
· et al. is not italic in whole mms.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 References are sufficient and recent but if the some mechanism of normal physiological process and function of various organs impairment by monocrotophos if included in discussion section will be more effective the mms.
	

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


	There is some need to improve it.
	

	Optional/General comments


	As per present manuscript is not suitable for publication but if author removed the above mention errors and follow the suggestions given above then it can be publish.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NO
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	It is part of publishing company.
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	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7
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