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	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.


	Author (S) have studied effect of thyroxine hormone on growth and survival of giant gourami larvae to find a suitable treatment concentration of the hormone. The study is of high scientific and economic importance so to increase income of gourami fish producers. 
	

	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.


	Fine 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are several ambiguous and confusing statements that needs to be addressed: 

a. It is mentioned in the introduction section that the mortality of larvae starts after 12 days once the yolk sac is absorbed but they have used 15 days old larvae. It means the time of major mortality was crossed.

b. Elsewhere, it was stated that thyroxine requirement begins when fry are 21 days old than why treatment started after 15 days. 

c. Stocking density is mentioned 3 fry per L while 30 fry were stocked in 20 L water. 

d. Giant gourami is a freshwater fish. Why 25% sea water was added. Salinity of seawater used and experimental tanks is not mentioned anywhere.  

e. One third water was changed every 3rd day. How thyroxine concentration was maintained? 

f. How and for how many days fish were acclimatised before start of the experiment. 

g. pH of water was 6.1 to 7.2 during the experimental period. It was not only acidic but highly fluctuating while 1/3rd water was changed every third day. 
h. DO was in the range of 3.7 to 4.4 mg/L. It seems to be on very low side while an aeration system was installed. 
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	Yes 
	

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


	Needs much improvement 
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a very useful study with very high economic importance. The results of the experiment are highly encouraging but there are many errors with the experimental set up that doubts the field replicability. All these errors are mentioned above as well as in the MS. There is much need to improve the language.    
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