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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.


	This article makes a practical contribution to the community by offering a low-cost solution to enhance the quality of local feed, thereby supporting food and economic security by reducing dependence on imported feed and filling a gap in the existing literature. Its added value lies in its potential to support sustainability, empower fish farmers, and reduce production costs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is informative and appropriate to the article's content, but it is too long, making it difficult to read and not sufficiently highlighting the relevance to local aquaculture.
· Alternative title: Yeast Type and Level in Tilapia Feed: Effects on Pellet Buoyancy, Survival, and Growth
	

	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 includes the objectives, methods, results, and practical relevance; however, it is too detailed, with numerous numbers, and does not adequately emphasize socio-economic contributions. The language is also unclear. It needs to be condensed, and relate it to benefits for local fish farmers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, this article meets scientific standards: the methodology is transparent, the data are analyzed appropriately, and the discussion is referenced to the literature. However, it needs to present a more focused abstract, and include more recent literature related to yeast as a feed additive in aquaculture.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are quite relevant but outdated. Most are from the 1990s to 2010, with a few recent articles. To strengthen the scientific basis, it is recommended to add literature from the last 5–7 years, especially related to yeast as a feed additive, tilapia nutrition, and sustainable aquaculture feeds (e.g., Reyes-Becerril et al. 2020; Dawood & Koshio, 2020; Tacon & Metian, 2021; Cottrell et al., 2020).
	

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


	The article's language is understandable but needs improvement to be more concise, natural, and academic. Use short sentences, avoid non-idiomatic phrases, and professional proofreading is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The presentation of tables in the manuscript is suboptimal, as they remain dense and challenging to read, while the discussion section tends to be descriptive and lacks in-depth analysis. It is recommended to improve the table layout to be more neat and concise, and to direct the discussion to the main points, biological mechanisms, and the relevance of the results to recent literature.

The graphs in the manuscript remain unclear due to low resolution, small axis labels and symbols, and less pronounced differences between treatments. It is recommended to enhance the visual quality by using higher resolution, more informative labels, and more pronounced colors/contrast.
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