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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.

	 Aquaculture needs growth performance with cheap and healthy supplements. This work has attempted the use of coating weed gel over the market feed to compliment its efficiency. Utility of sea weed as nutrient supplement has been recently getting established and is being tried on all aquaculture candidates for economic prospects. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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.

	Yes 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Few aspects have to be noted and due changes be made for a clear output. 

i) The  results have been treated with ANOVA but  that has not been mentioned in the methodology. 
The significance level has not been found  elsewhere  in any of the tabulated data of trials except in the result section as a brief mention. 
The author is to take a note of this and add relevant details 

ii)  fish composition has been done but procedure for it has not been mentioned. 

ii) The lack of scale, as omitting numbers can easily mislead by distorting proportions (especially in bar charts)
For clarity and to avoid deception, direct labelling of data points would serve the purpose over bare axes. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References in the discussion part are not update. I suggest citing some recent articles that corroborate the present study,. 

	

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

	Good 
	

	Optional/General comments

	The article needs a minor revision to carry out necessary changes with respect to the queries mentioned above to make it complete in all aspects. 
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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)


	





Reviewer details:

M. Muralidharan, Manonmaniam Sundaranar University , India

[bookmark: _GoBack]
