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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 research investigates using chicken by-product meal as a sustainable alternative to traditional fish meal in aquaculture feed. The study examines how different substitution rates affect Nile tilapia development and feed efficiency. These findings contribute to developing more environmentally conscious and cost-effective aquaculture practices while supporting waste reduction initiatives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is clear and informative. However, while accurate, it is somewhat long and formal.
Suggested alternatives include:

· Effects of Replacing Fish Meal with Chicken By-Product Meal on Growth Performance and Flesh Composition of Nile Tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) Fry

· Evaluation of Chicken By-Product Meal as a Sustainable Alternative to Fish Meal in Diets for Nile Tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) Fry
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive and well-structured, However, there are a few areas that could be improved for clarity, conciseness, and scientific precision. 

Key recommendations include:

- Correcting statistical notation from `P > 0.05` to `P < 0.05` for proper significance reporting

- Streamlining descriptions of experimental design

- Adding specific numerical results to highlight findings

- Strengthening the conclusion with clearer outcomes

- Making minor language adjustments for formality
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and well-conducted. The experimental design—including multiple replacement levels (0%, 25%, 50%, 75%, and 100%) and replication—follows appropriate standards for aquaculture nutrition studies. The biological parameters measured (growth performance, feed conversion ratio, and biochemical composition) are relevant indicators for evaluating dietary effects.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript appear relevant to the study’s topic and cover foundational work on fish meal replacement and alternative protein sources in aquafeeds. However, to strengthen the scientific grounding and highlight the manuscript’s relevance to current research trends, it would benefit from including more recent and regionally diverse studies (from the last 5 years).
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally clear English and communicates the main ideas clearly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study on using chicken by-product meal in tilapia feed is valuable and well-designed, contributing importantly to sustainable aquaculture. the manuscript has good potential for publication and will make a meaningful contribution to sustainable aquaculture practices.
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