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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is a timely topic for aquaculture as it covers how we can improve existing practices through modification. The information for species-specific results are also helpful as we know that every place has its most cultured species.
	

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

	Since this is book, I suggest: Compensatory growth in Aquaculture: Its value and aftereffect
	

	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 first 4 sentences became a description of CG that I perceived long. I suggest simplifying and directing it to aquaculture. Other than this, the abstract is ok for me.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, with the results presented
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. Also, if the authors are able, please add or focus on the main aquaculture fish species cultured in the world. Such as carps, tilapia, etc. 
	

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

	
Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	Small comments: 1) there is this phrase “aquaculture represents the nascent industry” which I think, should be improved as aquaculture is not new; 2) I suggest of placing a table with the values presented for each topic. 
	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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