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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 study evaluates the potential of water hyacinth leaves as an alternative fish feed for Pangasianodon hypophthalmus (Pangasius catfish), a common species in aquaculture. The research focused on water quality and the impact of water hyacinth leaf meal (WHLM) on catfish growth, survival, and protein content. The study highlights that water hyacinth leaf meal is a promising and sustainable protein source in aquaculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, title is appropriate 

	

	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, abstract is comprehensive 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct
	

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

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


	Grammatical errors need to be checked
1.Fish juveniles should be used instead of fish juvenile wherever applicable

 Spelling mistakes

1.Ammoniacal nitrogen (both the free ammonia (NH3) and ammonium (NH4) present in a sample) should be used instead of ammonical nitrogen
	

	Optional/General comments


	1.
The first two paragraphs in the Introduction could be combined. Additionally, include the duration of the experiment and the acclimatization period in the Materials and Methods section.

2.
As stated in the manuscript, water hyacinth leaves were collected from two different regions. However, the experimental design does not account for any differences between these regions. The study only considers feed with varying concentrations of water hyacinth leaf meal (10%, 20%, and 30%). Therefore, the conclusions should be based solely on the varying concentrations of the leaf meal.

3.
The manuscript mentions that the crude protein content varies between polluted and non-polluted sites. However, the crude protein content from these two different sites are not provided in the manuscript for comparison. I believe this study focuses on the development of water hyacinth leaf incorporated fish feed and its impact on the flesh protein of Pangasianodon hypophthalmus.

4.
 If any information is available regarding the flesh protein content of water hyacinth leaf meal from polluted and non-polluted sites, it could be included in the manuscript to make it more informative.

5.
Any images relevant to experimental set up could be provided
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