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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.


	This manuscript addresses a timely and relevant issue in aquaculture nutrition by evaluating a seaweed-derived functional feed additive as an alternative to conventional inputs. The study contributes valuable dose-dependent haematological evidence supporting the use of Kappaphycus alvarezii sap in Indian major carp culture. Given the growing emphasis on sustainable, low-cost, and immunostimulatory feed ingredients, the findings are directly applicable to freshwater aquaculture practices. The work strengthens the scientific understanding of how marine macroalgal bioactives influence fish health and physiological status
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