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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.

	The result of the study can contribute to the tilapia industry. Sex-reversal technology or protocols for tilapia may not be available all the time. Thus, this reproduction control using plant-based agents may help to reduce over proliferation of fish during grow-out.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	General comment for this section is to write the scientific names properly. Use appropriate format in writing scientific name (e.g. the first letter of the genus must be in uppercase, while the first letter of the species must be in lowercase).
	

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

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

	Yes, the article is well written.
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	Please see documents for additional comments/suggestion for revision
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	9






	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	







	








Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 
Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 
Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 
Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.


	Name of the Reviewer
	Niko A. Macaraeg

	Department of Reviewer
	Aquaculture Research and Development Division

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	National Fisheries Research and Development Institute

	Country of Reviewer
	Philippines

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Science Research Specialist II

	Email ID of Reviewer
	nikomacaraeg@gmail.com
nikomacaraeg@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Aquaculture, Nanotechnology, Fish Nutrition, Aquatic Animal Health







Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (07-07-2024)
