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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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
	

	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.
	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments:

The study has an important and necessary idea that is justified due to the interest in producing the species Clarias batrachus, mainly because of its strong local appeal. The demonstration of Pearson Square shows the ease of manuscript development that brings important information to the reader or those interested in knowing how the percentage values were developed for feed production. Additionally, the authors include figures that make the study more attractive to the reader.

However, the manuscript presents many structural and informational flaws, especially in the materials and methods and results and discussion sections. Nevertheless, the information presented in the manuscript will serve as a foundation for future studies that will demonstrate the importance of the research, as well as the relevance of the reality in the location where the study idea was developed.
How to improve:

Title:

- I would recommend modifying with the inclusion of the fish category, such as: “STUDY ON FEED MANAGEMENT AND GROWTH PERFORMANCE OF MAGUR (Clarias batrachus) FRY”

Keywords

- I suggest the authors add keywords to the manuscript. The goal is to increase the reach of the material.

Introduction

- Part of the session that need bibliographical references:

In the culture of C. batrachus, effective feeding strategies—including feed type, frequency, and ration size—play a crucial role in optimizing growth and minimizing feed waste.

Material and Methods

- I would suggest the authors better divide the topic into smaller sections that can better demonstrate the manuscript's proposal to the reader. For example, divide into: Diets, Statistical Analysis, and other forms of division.

- I have several questions that were not addressed:

What were the initial weight and length of the fish?

How was the fish adaptation period conducted?

What were the water quality parameters throughout the experiment?

How many fish were used in the study?

What were the dimensions of the experimental units where the fish were kept?

Wouldn't it be interesting, for comparative purposes, to actually use a commercial diet as a control treatment to offer to the fish?

- Improve the captions and make it more explanatory for:

Table 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5

Fig. 1

Graph 1, 2 and 3 

Chat 1 

Result and Discussion

- The manuscript does not demonstrate any discussion. It only mentions the results obtained in the trial.

Decision

There is no need to divide this topic. This text could be combined with Results and Discussion.

Conclusion

- The study conclusion needs to be more synthesized. As a closing of the study, the text is justifying relationships that should be in Result and Discussion.

 Reference

- I would recommend that the authors seek more references, and at the same time add the DOI to the referenced studies.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)
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