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	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.


	“Length-Weight Relationship and Condition Factor of Labeo Rohita (Hamilton, 1822) in Aquaponics System” insights the importance of aquaponics system in aquaculture and sustainable management. The length – weight and condition factor data also provide the actual growth and well being of the studied species in the cultured water body. Hence, the study provides important scientific information to the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title relates the body of the manuscript perfectly
	

	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.


	Abstract gives the overall detail of the manuscript
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I have made some corrections in the reference sections. 
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is scientifically correct and can be proceeded for further publication
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