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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 material is very interesting and adds to the body of literature addressing ways to improve fish growth with natural inputs to feed. The data need to be statistically tested to make the findings convincing. Also, I am not sure all the various ways of evaluating mass change are needed.  Maybe just pick two and FCR as the response variables.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Suggest something like Comparative growth of koi with spirolina supplement diets. The existing title is too long and wordy.
	

	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.


	Will need to be modified once statistical tests are completed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No statistical test of differences in response variables. 
	

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

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	I do not think Table 2 and 3 or needed since Table 4 contains all the information, and there is no need for graphs showing the same information aa in the table.  The bigger problem is the lack of statistical testing of differences.  ANOVA is the appropriate for each of the growth measures.
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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? 

no
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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