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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.


	The research provides insightful data on species-specific growth variations and could serve as a reference for optimizing stocking density and species combinations for better aquaponic practices.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and clearly indicates the focus of the study. However, for better clarity and readability, consider revising it to: "Comparative Growth Performance of Indian Major Carps and Exotic Carps in an Aquaponics System with Cucumber (Cucumis sativus)".


	

	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 is comprehensive but should be more concise.

Consider rewording some parts to enhance readability.

Include specific numerical values for key findings to strengthen its impact. Clarify the economic feasibility statement with more supporting data.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows a structured methodology and includes proper statistical analysis. Results are well-documented; however, some interpretations need further elaboration, particularly regarding the superior growth performance of exotic carps compared to indigenous ones.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and recent; however, some formatting inconsistencies need correction. Ensure uniform citation style throughout the manuscript.

Additional references on aquaponics efficiency and nutrient cycling could strengthen the discussion section.


	

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


	The manuscript contains minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasing. A thorough proofreading is recommended to enhance clarity and readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound, but improvements in clarity, conciseness, and data presentation are needed before acceptance.

Further refinements in discussion and language will enhance the manuscript's overall quality and impact.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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? 


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