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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	This manuscript is interesting and very helpful for observers and practitioners in the field of fisheries, especially fish farming. The benefits and contributions of Plant-Derived Nutraceuticals on Fish Reproduction are certainly very helpful in the development of fisheries in the future. The objectives are to explain key mechanisms of action, critically summarize evidence across fish models and aquaculture species, identify realistic applications in broodstock management and hatchery production, and highlight safety and research gaps related to standardization, dose-timing optimization, and reproductive risk management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	If you want a suitable title for application in aquaculture, then this article title is suggested: Utilization of Plant-Based Nutraceuticals to Optimize Fish Reproduction in Aquaculture
	

	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.


	The abstract is still incomplete, please check the suggestions in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct, with improvements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are adequate and up-to-date, but they do not fully represent the years 2000 to 2025, which were used as sources for the review. It would be better to have representation for each year.
	

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


	The quality of the language/English in the article is suitable for scientific communication, but certain parts still need to be improved to clarify the meaning.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The quality of the language/English in the article is suitable for scientific communication, but certain parts still need to be improved to clarify the meaning.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript
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