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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.


	Studies on fish ecology in artificial habitat are few, and therefore this study presented information valuable for management in the area. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Since this study only used data from 1 year and there have never been any study on this topic in this area, the title may add the word “preliminary” to suggest the beginning of a long-term study in the future. 
For example: 

A preliminary study on size structure and condition factor of Oreochromis niloticus (Cichlidae) in the Ayame 2 man-made lake (Côte d’Ivoire). 

(or something similar to this, no need to use the exact wording)
	

	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.


	Please re-check typing of square bracket [ ]. The last sentence may need to be revised as this study is descriptive not quite looking into the influence of season of variation. 
These findings revealed the effect of seasonal environmental conditions on the population dynamics of O. niloticus in this man-made habitat and underscore the need for integrated management strategies considering size at capture, breeding seasons, and habitat quality.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are a few points that should be revised. 
Introduction 

· Although the title and conclusion of this study emphasize the importance of O. niloticus, the species is mentioned only once in the final sentence of the introduction. It is recommended that the authors provide a clearer rationale for selecting this species over others—beyond its economic importance. 

· The objectives of the study are not clearly stated. It is unclear whether the authors aimed solely to investigate the condition factor and length-weight relationship, or whether the primary focus was to examine the seasonal variation of O. niloticus through metrics such as abundance, size classes, and condition factor. Please state clearly. 

Methods

· In section 2.4, the authors stated that “The Kruskal-Wallis and Mann-Whitney tests” were used to assess monthly variations on two parameters. These two statistical tests work differently. It was not clear which groups were tested and using which statistics. 

Results and discussion 

-    Data on abundance and size-class distribution from 12 months are not suitable for statistical testing as they represent only 1 data point for each of the 12 groups. In this case, descriptions representation using bar graphs is sufficient to illustrate the trend. On the other hand, the monthly variation in condition factors is fine for statistical analysis using the Kruskal-Wallis test.

- please check the typing of square brackets [ ] in the entire manuscript. 

References 
· Please check the format of all references. There are some inconsistencies as it appeared on the copy that I have. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not recent. The newest citations were those published in 2018-2019. However, since this type of study are few, they may not be more current literature to be cited. If the authors can find a few more recent publications (year 2020 and beyond), it would be good. If not, it is fine. 
	

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


	Yes. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes, animals were used in this study. 
However, because different countries have different regulations regarding the use of animals in scientific studies, it depends on the journal’s policy to determine whether authors are required to provide documentation regarding ethical approval for animal use. 
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