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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses an important aspect of sustainable aquaculture by evaluating the potential of Citrus sinensis peel, an agro-industrial waste product, as a natural feed additive for Anabas testudineus. The study demonstrates that orange peel supplementation significantly improves growth performance, biochemical composition, and haematological parameters in a dose-dependent manner. The findings are valuable for promoting cost-effective and eco-friendly aquaculture practices while contributing to waste valorization. This research aligns with current global efforts to reduce reliance on synthetic additives and antibiotics in fish farming.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It accurately reflects the species studied, the experimental intervention, and the parameters evaluated.


	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive. It clearly summarizes the objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, the inclusion levels (25%, 50%, 75%) should be explicitly mentioned in the abstract for clarity. Additionally, the specific duration of the experiment (60 days) should be included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with a well-designed experiment and appropriate statistical analysis. However, the following corrections are needed:

Throughout the manuscript, "Turkey's post hoc test" should be corrected to "Tukey's HSD post-hoc test" (named after John Tukey).

In section 2.3, the diet formulation description is repetitive and should be streamlined.

The statement regarding cholesterol increase being positive requires cautious interpretation and should be supported with more literature evidence.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but could be strengthened with more recent publications (2022-2025) on citrus peel applications in aquaculture. Some citations are incomplete or improperly formatted (e.g., "recent adaptations in fish tissue analysis studies, 2023" in the lipid estimation section should be replaced with a proper citation).


	

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


	The English quality is generally acceptable but requires minor revision for grammar, sentence structure, and consistency. Several sentences are overly long and should be broken down for clarity. Scientific terminology is used appropriately.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conducted study with practical applications for sustainable aquaculture. The dose-dependent response is clearly demonstrated. Major strengths include the use of multiple parameters (growth, biochemical, haematological) and proper statistical analysis. The following minor revisions are recommended:

1. Standardize the format of all tables and figures for consistency.

2. Include the actual values of the control diet composition.

3. Clarify whether the fish were individually tagged or group-weighed.

4. Discuss the potential mechanisms of action of citrus peel bioactive compounds in more detail.

5. Address why cholesterol increased and whether this is physiologically beneficial or concerning.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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