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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.


	The study is interesting and has practical applicability. However, it is designed and written extremely simplistically. Several indicators could have been addressed (total growth, specific growth rate, protein efficiency, survival rate). If there were replicated treatments, these are not presented but only mentioned. An economic aspect regarding the costs of feed consumed could also have been addressed. It seems that there are no differences between batches regarding growth dynamics, but issues related to physiological status (blood tests) and physiological stress could have been addressed.

In principle, the article is still acceptable.
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	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.


	The abstract is good. I have no other suggestions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article is written relatively correctly. However, I would suggest developing the introductory part (Introduction).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliographic references are good and relatively recent. However, given the claim of a scientific article, I recommend a larger number of bibliographic references.
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	I ask the authors to take my recommendations into account and adhere to them. The article is relatively good and I recommend publishing it with revisions. However, please check whether the authors have respected my comments and recommendations.
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