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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 manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic in aquaculture nutrition. It holds a practical value for aquafeed formulators and small holder farmers. However, there are several areas that require improvements, including clarity of expression, grammatical accuracy, methodological details and data presentation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be more clearer and more scientific

Suggested alternative: Effect of Dietary Protein Levels on the Growth Performance and Feed Utilization in Clarias batrachus
	

	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.


	The abstract only present general objectives but lack important scientific details e.g the p values should be briefly mentioned. The conclusion suggests that diet c had the most pronouced positive effect should explicitly state how statistical signicicance support this claim. Then consider adding key growth metrics like weight gained, SGR, to enhance clarity. Let thete be a flow and technical tone in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design  needs clarity. How many fish were used for the experiment, where was the fish seed gotten or procured? Were there no replicates? Why were the fish not acclimatized before the commencement of the experiment? 

Water quality parameters should be reported 

There should be more details on feed formulation(e.g ingerdients quality control and mixing consistency), What about the crude proximate analysis of the experiemntal feed and fish? If cosidered, please, describe the method for readers to follow it. The formulas should also be written clearly by using equation editor. 

Growth indices like SGR, FCR, among others were not included.

Conduct normality and homogeneity of variance before ANOVA. Give the summary results including test name, parameters measured, statristical values and p values.

The chart seems redundant. It should either be removed or revised.

The discussion is weak. It does not compare results to prior studies and where there are differences, there should be a critical analysis of why the differences may have occurred.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript included very few references. It should benefit from recent peer - reviewed sources.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The english language requires significant improvement for grammar, sentence structure and scientific tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has potential but need to be revisited. 

The titles should be written by using sentence case. The manuscript should be formated based on journal style.

A thorough language formating review is highly recommended before consideration for publication. 

Once revised, the study will significantly contribute to aquaculture nutrition.
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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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