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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 present manuscript indicates an attempt to investigate the effect of Giloy (Tinospora cordifolia) dietary supplementation on innate immunity, haematology as well as resistance to Aeromonas hydrophila infection, in Striped Catfish (Pangasianodon hypophthalmus). This is a good piece of work and authors tried to present it in good way although few things needs to be improved for the better understanding the present work. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, it may be modified as- 

‘Effect of dietary supplementation of Giloy (Tinospora cordifolia) on innate immunity, haematology and disease resistance against Aeromonas hydrophila infection in Striped Catfish (Pangasianodon hypophthalmus)’ 
	

	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 suitable. However, repetition of scientific names of striped catfish or Giloy may be avoided. 
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is well planned and presented accordingly by the authors. However, Few suggestions/changes are needed for further improvement of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, The year of few references are not cited properly  in the reference section or in the text (Dar, 2023; Satkar et al, 2022; Basuini et al 2022; Linh et al.2024;  etc.). Moreover few references are missing in the text (Founou et al 2021; Wojtaszek, 1997) or in the reference section ( Habib et al, 2025; Hasting,1976)
	

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


	Yes. It is good.

	

	Optional/General comments


	In Introduction: Few lines about A. hydrophila infection in catfish may be added suitably.

Materials and Methods: Please specify the total number of fingerlings or fishes used for the study of haematology, Lysozyme/NBT assay as well as A. hydrophila challenge study (n=????)

How much quantity of blood samples collected for haematology/serum purpose may be mentioned properly.

For lysozyme assay, serum/plasma is used, check and describe the methodology in detail.

For Challenge study, 10 fishes used in the present study which causes severe mortality especially in the positive control group. How authors conducted the post challenge parameters (NBT assay & Lysosome assay) with using few fish samples....clarify it properly.

Results and Discussion: Table 1 may be deleted and the data may be given in the text suitably.

Number of samples / sample size for each parameters (n=?) may be given suitably  in each table.

Check the data given in the Table 6, .........Survival % and Number of fish dead/survived check critically.  Positive control also be mentioned to Group T0.

Data regarding the positive control/challenged group is missing in the Fig. 1& 2. ...check please.

References: References should follow the Journal pattern strictly. Moreover latest reference may be suitably replaced with the older ones, if possible.  

All the changes should be critically addressed by the authors before giving its acceptance for publication
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