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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.


	The study explores the effectiveness of plant and animal protein sources for monosex Nile tilapia, providing insights on their nutritional needs. The findings could enhance fish growth rates, feed conversion ratios, and protein content, aiding in the development of sustainable, affordable feeding plans for tilapia farming, thereby expanding the aquaculture sector and promoting resource efficiency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title ‘Rearing Monosex Tilapia at Low Salinity Levels Using Locally Available Protein Sources’ is well-suited for publication, as it effectively highlights the focus of study on tilapia and feeds.
	

	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 provides a brief summary of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I recommend to include more studies and related articles in discussion section. Discussion is not sufficient. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are generally sufficient, but incorporating more recent studies would enhance the relevance and accuracy of the manuscript. I suggest adding more research publications to strengthen the context of study.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. The writing is clear and effectively conveys the research findings.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. How was the sample size established, and was a power analysis carried out? 

2. Were there any issues with water quality during the experiment, and how was the water quality maintained?

3. Could the authors elaborate on the study's implications for conservation or commercial aquaculture?

4. Were there any significant differences in water quality parameters (temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH) between the treatment groups?

5. Explain the research gaps in the study.
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	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 details)
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