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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 article is very important to the community as it recommends a cheaper and an alternative feedings supplement for aquamarine culture. 
The community will benefit in the article as it is a natural feed supplements better than the synthetic feeds that proliferates in the market.

The article is also beneficial to the aquafarmers as the cladocerans are available in the community and they can readily access it.

Further, there will be less harmful and beneficial to health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title may be changed as it is confusing.
CLADOCERANS: AN ALTERNATIVE LIVE-CULTURE FEEDS FOR AQUA FARMING SUSTAINABILITY
	

	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 of the article is somewhat comprehensive, however, please correct the misspelled words, the introductory portion must be clear, concise and define the title. The first line should focus on Cladocerans and their beneficial characteristics to aquaculture.
Please also include the purpose of the study, give a concrete methodology on how Cladocerans will be used for aquaculture farming. 

The recommended technology must be specified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I commend the author in producing this kind of paper and study. This is another breakthrough in the scientific world. The paper is beneficial to the aqua farmers since it provides alternative feeding supplements that will economically support them.
	

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

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


	Yes, the language is suitable. It is understandable but minor flaws on grammar, spellings and the chronological order of sentences in each paragraph must be addressed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is a good way of knowing that Cladocerans are an alternative live feed for fish larvae. It is also informative to note the different Cladocerans sp that can be utilized in this purpose.
There are only specific points that need to be addressed.

1. Methodology: How Cladocerans are administered to the fish larvae? Their availability in the locality? Are there any assessment or prior study if the community knows their ecological and econo0mic significance?
2. KAPS: There should be an initial baseline survey

3. The recommended technology and their usage for Cladocerans to be adaptive as an alternative feeds for fish larvae must be specified.
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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 details)
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