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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 (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.


	The study addresses the underexplored area of carbon utilization in semi-intensive aquaculture.  


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	OK
	

	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.


	Ok
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1.The water quality parameters (such as dissolved oxygen, ammonia, pH, etc.) are missing. Which can significantly influence fish growth and carbon utilization.
2.Authors Could include the experimental setup image and fish images… atleast one or two
3. The experiment was carried out during the monsoon season (from January ------to------- December 20--- ----20 ..
4. Include the full details of the composition gram or mg or kg.
The diet for the experimental fry was formulated to contain 30% protein, using a mix of soybean meal, mustard oil cake, fish meal, wheat bran, broken wheat, corn flour, and a vitamin-mineral mixture in the appropriate proportions. Citation ( ).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	OK
	

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


	No, Check the Spelling of  fish Cirrhinus reba   in the ms.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The duration of this experiment only 45 days is relatively short for assessing long-term carbon utilization. A longer more than 90 days or more than 120 days with replicate the study period would provide more comprehensive results
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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