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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 (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.
	This paper is very important because it present a comprehensive review of the lates strategies in the process of weaning fish larvae from live food to artificial feed, which a crucial stage in aquaculture. This article not only summarizes technological innovation such as microdrip, nanoencapsulation, and enzyme addition but also emphasizes the importances of species specific approaches in improving larvae growth and survival. Therefore it is very important for the development of fish nutrition science
and sustainable aquaculture practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of this article 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, the abstract of the article is comprehensive.
Adding brief information on species specific weaning strategies and performance metrics such as growth rate and feed efficiency would enhance the practical relevance and applied significance of the abstract in context of aquaculture.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript scientifically is correct.
This article have scientific strength is well support by literature,
accurate biological and nutrition concepts, tecnological updates are relevant and feasible, and balanced review structure.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional
references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference used in the manuscript are extencive, scienfically credible and well distributed across core thematic areas. However, adding a few more recent study (post 2015) would anhance the timeline and forward looking relevance of the review.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the manuscript’s English is overall suitable for scholarly communication. However there are minor grammatical edits, need to remove redundancy, and improve punctuation concistency are recommended to enhance readability and professional polish.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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