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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 manuscript entitled “Survey of fish feed millers and Fish farmers for sustainable aquaculture in Sub-Saharan Africa:  A case study of Nigeria.” Has explained the detailed information of fish feed production and fish farming of Nigeria. This is basic information of aquaculture. This information may be used by policy maker for fisheries development in Nigeria.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not
“Current Status of  Aquafeed producers  and Fish farmers in Sub-Saharan Nigeria”
	

	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.


	· Detail of abbreviation should be written at first time. 

· English should be improve by avoiding grammatical mistakes. 
· Whether south-south region in abstract is correct?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· References in both text and reference section should be revised as guidelines’ of the journal. DOI should be written uniform everywhere. 
· Names of all six geopolitical zones should be mentioned once.

· Page number should be inserted in this manuscript 

· Improvement of grammar mistake like skill labourers, space of legends and “ofn” in Figure 5. 
· What is Heterotis?

· Figure 10 is harsh to understand, need medication by avoiding repetition. 

· Heading in manuscript should uniform as per guideline of the journal. Discussion is written in upper case without number, while Introduction, material and methods and result are in upper case with number. 

· Similarly, conclusion should be corrected. 

· In discussion, Fish feed accounts for at least 60 - 70% of the total cost of production, but it is written 60-80% in introduction part, why? 
· Authors should avoid the general statement as “Clupeid was noted to be a highly prolific freshwater sardine”, because maximum Clupeids are noted to be a highly prolific marine water. Sardine is highly restricted to marine water.   Accordingly, the discussion in this manuscript should be modified.

· The conclusion should be compressive extract with the data support of the present finding, not a general statement. 
· Descriptive statistical analysis has not be used in the manuscript, but it is mention in material and methods. Moreover, descriptive analysis might have applied in the manuscript for strengthen the result.  

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Modification is needed by following the authors guidelines.  
	

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


	Improvement is required through the manuscript. 
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