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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.


	As a reviewer, I think this study is quite relevant because this manuscript attempts to provide a broad and updated overview of advanced reproductive technologies used in modern aquaculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In general, the title is understandable and instructive. But lack of proper discussion on some critical techniques for advanced reproduction. 
	

	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 is too long and should be revised to be more focused and concise.

· Some keywords are too general and should be more specific to the content.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the title highlights ‘Advanced Reproductive Technologies’, key aspects like cryopreservation and sperm/egg banking are missing or insufficiently discussed.
	

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

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


	Numerous grammatical errors and incorrect sentence constructions are present throughout the manuscript. The authors are recommended to revise the entire manuscript through professional English language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Some inconsistencies were found in the italicisation of species names.
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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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