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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.


	The manuscript is important as it evaluates a novel, low-cost three-tier perforated sheet aerator system designed to enhance oxygenation and improve pond water quality for common carp culture. By assessing growth performance alongside key water quality parameters, it demonstrates how the system can increase fish survival, feed utilization, and overall productivity. The study provides practical, scalable insights for small and medium aquaculture farmers seeking energy-efficient aeration solutions.
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	Yes, Title of the article is suitable
	

	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 comprehensive and includes all the necessary information.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, objectives and the rationale of the study stated appropriately and correctly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, although some of the references are too old it should be improved by incorporation recent studies
	

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


	* Please mention average wt of fingerlings

* Some parts of the discussion are better updated with recent research as they refer to some old references. Please update the discussion with the latest studies as much as possible.

Tables and Figures
* Please explain a little bit about your experimental treatments per each Table and Figure. Each Table and figure should represent enough information separately from the text.
* Double-check the units and titles of all Tables.
* Please mention in the footnote of all Tables which kind of statistical method you used for comparing the means.
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