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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 study explores dietary vitamin K supplementation in juvenile Gnathanodon speciosus (golden trevally), focusing on growth performance, flesh quality, and intestinal morphology. This species-specific work on vitamin K is relatively novel, especially since most fish nutrition studies emphasize fat-soluble vitamins like A, D, and E, with less focus on vitamin K. Additionally, evaluating its effects on flesh quality and gut histology adds originality to the research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Can be improved to 
“Effects of dietary vitamin K on growth performance, muscle composition, and intestinal morphology in juvenile golden trevally (Gnathanodon speciosus)”
	

	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.


	Too long introduction. 
The writing has minor grammatical issues and awkward phrasing.

Some parts are redundant (e.g., repeating species name).

“Dramatically increased” is too strong; “significantly increased” is more appropriate.

 The last sentence is a bit unclear and could be more concise.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Good 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many references are too old and need to be updated
	

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


	Substantive English editing is needed for grammar, clarity, and flow
	

	Optional/General comments


	2. The use of five graded levels of vitamin K₃ (0 to 140 mg/kg) over 8 weeks with triplicate groups per treatment is appropriate and scientifically sound. Parameters such as weight gain, feed efficiency, muscle composition, texture properties, histomorphology, and gene expression were well chosen to address the multifaceted impact of vitamin K. However, the manuscript lacks information on how the diets were confirmed for nutrient uniformity and vitamin stability throughout the trial. Inclusion of molecular markers for nutrient absorption (e.g., PepT1 and fabp2) strengthens the mechanistic insight.

3. The use of one-way ANOVA and Duncan’s multiple range test is standard for such nutritional studies. The results are generally well presented with clear tables and figures. However, dose-response modeling (e.g., broken-line regression) could provide a more precise estimate of the optimal vitamin K requirement rather than a descriptive threshold like “between 52.08 and 89.22 mg/kg.”

4. The manuscript is mostly understandable but contains multiple grammatical issues and awkward phrasings. For example: “...dietary vitamin K3 improved the muscle crude protein and decreased the muscle crude lipid content” should be rephrased for clarity and grammar. Repetition and inconsistent tense usage reduce readability. Editing by a native English speaker or professional editing service is recommended for publication.

5. The findings contribute to precision nutrition in high-value marine species, supporting sustainable aquaculture. Demonstrating enhanced intestinal morphology and flesh texture implies potential for improved health and market value.

6. Recommendations for Improvement

1. Language Revision: Substantive English editing is needed for grammar, clarity, and flow.

2. Dose-Response Analysis: Include regression modeling to determine optimal dietary vitamin K levels more precisely.

3. Diet Validation: Report how vitamin K₃ levels were verified and stabilized in the feed.

4. Expand Discussion: Compare findings with vitamin K studies in other marine species to contextualize
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