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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 Manus addresses an important topic nowadays within our aquaculture nutrition concern by evaluating Artemia-derived chitosan as feed value additive in Channa striata. By combining growth performance data with gene expression analysis of IGF-1 and TGF-β, the study provides useful insight into possible growth and immune-related mechanisms associated with dietary supplementation. The work is important to ongoing efforts to improve feed efficiency and sustainability in aquaculture applications. Overall, the study adds incremental but meaningful information to the existing literature on functional feeds and nutrigenomics in fish.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title fits in and reflects the main objectives and methods of the study. However, it is quite long and could be shortened slightly for better readability without losing its meaning. Pls see my direct comments to your manuscript.
	

	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 follows the general rule of having the main objectives, methods, and key findings of the study which is generally clear. However, it could be improved by some minor editing to reduce repetition and to improve flow. Include the duration of the feeding trial so readers better understand the experimental context of the study. See my comments to your manus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study appears scientifically sound, and standard methods were used for growth assessment and RT-PCR analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate and includes several recent and relevant studies related to chitosan, functional feeds, and gene expression in Channa striata. Only minor additions could be considered, but overall the references sufficiently support the manuscript. See my direct comments
	

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


	This Manus is understandable, but the language requires improvement in several sections. There are grammatical errors, repetitive phrasing, and some awkward sentence constructions, especially in the Introduction and Discussion. Moderate language editing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some tables and figures would benefit from clearer presentation and careful checking for consistency in your reported values. The discussion could also be made more concise by reducing repetition and focusing more directly on interpretation of the results.
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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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