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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.


	The study titled, Growth Response, Nutrient Utilization and Viscerosomatic and Hepatosomatic Indices of Nile Tilapia (O.  Niloticus) Linnaeus 1758, Fed at Various Inclusion Levels of Raw and Soaked Sprouted Elephant Ear Plant (E. Cyclocarpum) Leaf in Substitute for Soybean Meal, has a potential to somehow lessen the production cost in tilapia culture. The data shows that the soaked sprouted elephant ear plant can serve as an alternative protein source for culturing tilapia by replacing soybean meal at a certain ratio. This could lead to future studies venturing on the potential of the E. cyclocarpum as a potential protein source not just for tilapia culture but to other aquaculture species as well. Also, the study can potentially lessen feed cost in aquaculture however, there are still need for the improvement of the study in terms of technical writing and presentation of data that would be helpful for the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the study, Growth Response, Nutrient Utilization and Viscerosomatic and Hepatosomatic Indices of Nile Tilapia (O.  Niloticus) Linnaeus 1758, Fed at Various Inclusion Levels of Raw and Soaked Sprouted Elephant Ear Plant (E. Cyclocarpum) Leaf in Substitute for Soybean Meal, needs a little revision. The study title includes the assessment of raw sprouted elephant ear plant however, the study only assess the potential of soaked sprouted elephant ear plant. Hence, I recommend to use this study title instead, Growth Response, Nutrient Utilization and Viscerosomatic and Hepatosomatic Indices of Nile Tilapia (O.  Niloticus) Linnaeus 1758, Fed at Various Inclusion Levels Soaked Sprouted Elephant Ear Plant (E. Cyclocarpum) Leaf in Substitute for Soybean Meal.
	

	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, the abstract of the study is comprehensive however, it is better to mention significance on different parameters mentioned such as weight gain, FCR, SGR so that the readers can clearly see the overview of the study. Also, it is recommended to limit the words to 250-300 words only.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically correct, the E. cyclocarpum can be a potential protein source for culturing tilapia species. However, there are some inconsistency with the data presented in methodology, results and discussions. 

On the methodology some data are missing, the treatments and replicates were not mentioned and described under this section, which is very important because will guide the readers what are the variables being compared and what are the interventions to minimize variability in the study. Also, the size configuration of sieved raw materials were not mentioned. Maintenance and monitoring of water quality were also not mentioned in the methods but were mention on the discussion part. It is important to mention what are the equipment and devices used to measure water quality parameters such as temperature, dissolve oxygen, and pH and the frequency of monitoring those parameters daily. 

My suggestion on the results is to use plots, graphs or charts for the visualization of the data. This can help the readers to see a summary or full overview of the data of the study. Also, consistency on presenting significant difference is important, kindly complete the superscript indicators of significance on the tables to avoid confusions of readers. It is also advisable to describe or explain the all data presented on the table, some of the data exist on the table but were not mentioned on text under results and even discussion part.

For the discussion, the corroboration part of the discussion is well explained and presented however, some information was discussed under this section but not mentioned in methodology and results such as water quality. The author can add the method on monitoring water quality parameters and present it in results to support the claims under the discussion part.

The conclusion is aligned with the objective but there are contradicting statements on discussion and conclusion part. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references on this study is sufficient but, there are statements in need of citations under the introduction part. 
	

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


	The language quality of the study suitable for scholarly communication but there are some necessity for improvements:

1. Instead of :

Soybean meal has also been known to be edible and consumable by Human and for livestock.

Use: 

Soybean meal has also been known to be edible and consumable by human and for livestock.

2. Instead of:

Soybean meal has also been known to be edible and consumable by human and for livestock. (Adeoye, 2016).
Cite it this way:

Soybean meal has also been known to be edible and consumable by human and for livestock (Adeoye, 2016).

	

	Optional/General comments


	The study can be helpful for the scientific community as this provides insights on the potential of plant base protein source for feeds of aquaculture species, this can be helpful for future researchers and farmers for them to venture the potential of E. cyclocarpum to lessen production cost in aquaculture industry. However, the study requires polishing in terms of technical writing and some important data should be provided by the author for the readers to get the full overview of the result of the study.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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