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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 (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 manuscript depicts the application of nanoscience technology in the nutritional improvement of Labeo rohita. The incorporation of Selenium enhances the growth and biochemical composition of  Rohu significantly and the physicochemical characteristics of nano-Se were evaluated using advanced instrumentation tools. The optimal diet composition could be effectively utilized in the commercial scale and the further works could be carried out on other fish species.
	

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

	Alternative title suggestion: “Evaluation of Growth performance and Carcass composition of Labeo rohita incorporated with Nano Selenium as a dietary constituent”
	

	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.

	Kindly Abbreviate the following in the abstract
1. UV-VIS
2. SEM
3. EDAX
4. FT-IR
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically applicable and correct. However few modifications are needed. 
1. Please specify whether the protein content was determined by which method (Lowry or Kjeldahl)? In section 2.4 it is mentioned that protein content was determined using kjeldahl but in section 2.7.1 it is mentioned as lowry method. 
2. In the experimental design, its been mentioned that the experiment was terminated on 28th day. Please specify the reason?
3. In the biochemical composition results, it has been observed that Diet IV was found to be shown higher protein, carbohydrate and lipid. What could be the reason that the protein, lipid and carbohydrate is reducing in Diet V and VI? Please specify?
4. A suggestion that total ash content could also be determined to understand the complete carcass composition of fish. Also please specify whether biochemical composition is measured in wet weight or dry weight basis?
5. Conclusion can be even more elaborate emphasizing the findings of the study and the further possible works that needs to be carried out in the field
6. One way ANOVA may please be performed for the biochemical composition of rohu fish to understand the significancy of the effect of diet composition 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
The references are found to be up to date and the review of literature is been carried out extensively.
	

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

	
Few grammatical corrections are needed to be carried out which is mentioned in the comments added in the manuscript.



	

	Optional/General comments

	In page 1, line 1 Please change to “it protects against oxidative damage
Line 6: Please add “which”
Line 6: Please remove scale
Line 14: (Rohu) bracketed
In page 2, Line 3: Please change it to “initial pH” instead of observed starting
Line 7 & 8: Please change the sentence in to “2 mL of distilled water and 2 mL of ethanol twice”
Line 17 to 19: Please abbreviate the following; EDAX, XRD, FT-IR
Line 23: Please remove “take away”
Line 9 to 10: Please specify Kjeldahl or Lowry method
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

	





Reviewer details:
Vignaesh D., Tamil Nadu Dr. J. Jayalalithaa Fisheries University, India

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
