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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community, particularly in the field of ornamental aquaculture. It addresses a practical and environmentally relevant challenge by maintaining and enhancing the colour vibrancy of ornamental fish using natural alternatives to synthetic pigments. By investigating the effect of pumpkin flour as a natural carotenoid source on the colour brightness of Puntius conchonius (barbir fish), this study contributes to the development of safer, sustainable, and economically viable feed formulations. The findings can help ornamental fish breeders improve the aesthetic and market value of their stock while reducing reliance on synthetic additives that may pose risks to fish health and aquatic ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	It can be better to change the title of manuscript to “Enhancing Colour Brightness in Barbir Fish (Puntius conchonius) through Dietary Supplementation with Pumpkin (Cucurbita moschata) Flour"
	

	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 clear, but it could benefit from slight improvements to make it more comprehensive and impactful.:

It could be better to write the abstract in article this way -This study aimed to evaluate the effect of adding pumpkin (Cucurbita moschata) flour to commercial feed on the colour brightness of barbir fish (Puntius conchonius), as well as to determine the optimal supplementation dose for maximum colour enhancement. The experiment was conducted from October to December 2024 at the Hatchery Building 4, Faculty of Fisheries and Marine Science, Padjadjaran University. A completely randomized design (CRD) was used, comprising four treatments with three replicates each: 0%, 15%, 30%, and 45% pumpkin flour inclusion. The parameters observed included changes in fish colour brightness using the Toca Color Finder (TCF), β-carotene content, absolute weight gain, survival rate, and water quality. The results indicated that a 15% inclusion of pumpkin flour yielded the highest colour brightness and β-carotene content (6.81 mg), compared to other treatments. There were no significant differences in absolute weight gain among the treatments. Water quality parameters remained within optimal ranges (temperature: 24.4–26.5°C; pH: 7.5–7.8; DO: 6.8–7.8 mg/L), supporting a high survival rate of 97–100%.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author was used sufficient and recent references and no need of addition of additional references
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language of English used is suitable for the scholarly communications,

But some spelling mistakes were there which I mentioned in general comments. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· In the introduction (synthesise colour) word spelling can be corrected –Synthesis
· In Material and Methods under heading of b. Beta Carotene Content
Space can be given in waterbath- water bath

· In 3. Results and discussion under heading of 3.1.3 increased color brightness on the pectoral fin space can be given in between brightness.based- brightness. Based
· Under heading 3.4 Survival Rate spelling of panellists can be corrected – Panelists 
· Under heading 3.5 Water Quality spelling of significant diffences can be corrected as significant   difference
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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