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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generatedn 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.


	i) The relationship between fish size and weight and diet allows us to determine their growth rate in specific ecosystems.

ii) It also allows us to understand the diet of each species and relate it to the abundance of food in the environment.

iii) Fishery resource management plans must take these growth variables into account to establish sustainable fishing programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.


	No. The Abstract section only includes methodological aspects and results. This section should be rewritten to include the research justification at the beginning and the main conclusion of the paper at the end.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. The most recent reference is from 2020. References from the last 5 years are not included. Therefore, the literature review should be updated and expanded. Include recent references in the Introduction and Discussion sections.

References are poorly managed. The Introduction section contains information without the corresponding references, as is the Discussion section.
	

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


	The quality of the English language is acceptable.
Check for some spelling mistakes, such as: “Reservoir”.
	

	Optional/General comments


	i) The objectives indicated after the Introduction section are methodological activities, not research objectives. The research objective (which should be only one) is related to the "achievement"; that is, what is the purpose of knowing through the measurements taken on the fish? What is the purpose of this information?
ii) The Plate 1: Map of Akomoje Resevoir, is not sufficiently clear. Places and geographic areas are not clearly distinguished.
iii) Scientific names of genera and species should be written in italics.

iv) Statistical analyses should be specified. What tests were performed: correlations, ANOVA, etc.? Include the corresponding results and their discussion.
v) The Results section could be better organized, including subheadings to organize the information. Graphs could be grouped into Figures and use the letters A, B, C, etc. to identify them.
vi) The discussion section should be improved to include statistical aspects and comparisons with other recent works. It would also be interesting to include some mentions regarding the use of the information obtained for the development of management plans and sustainable use of fisheries resources.
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