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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 manuscript is important for the scientific and aquaculture research community because it moves beyond conventional growth claims and provides molecular-level evidence supporting the functional efficacy of a formulated feed. While numerous commercial feeds report improved growth performance, very few studies validate these outcomes by linking phenotypic growth with underlying biological mechanisms. By integrating length–weight relationships with the expression of growth- and immunity-related genes (IGF-1 and TGF-β), this study offers mechanistic insight into how feed additives influence fish physiology. The findings strengthen confidence in functional feed evaluation and contribute valuable knowledge toward evidence-based, sustainable aquaculture nutrition.

	

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

	Suitable but not optimal may be I suggest that Artemia-Derived Chitosan Enhances Growth Performance and Growth- and Immunity-Related Gene Expression in Channa striata Fingerlings

	

	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 could be slightly strengthened by briefly indicating the experimental duration and the broader implication of the findings for sustainable aquaculture nutrition

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	More studies are needed does not weaken a paper  it places it correctly within the scientific process.

	

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

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

	Good, clear 
	

	Optional/General comments

	ELISA or enzyme activity assays would provide stronger biological support for the findings of this study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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