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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 author(s) conducted an analysis to evaluate a potential alternative to the expensive feed (ground oil cake) used for Rohu. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Partially. Evaluation of Eichhornia-Based Fermented Silage as a Partial Replacement for Groundnut Oil Cake in Rohu (Labeo rohita) Diets. Adding growth and water quality does not add significant information. 
	

	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.


	Abstract should not have sub-sections (Aims, Study of design etc). While the abstract would cover those sections, they are not to be listed. Moreover, the use of abbreviations is not encouraged. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yeah, it is a cool work. However, there are numerous areas for improvement to establish its relevance. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the use of Eichornia improved the nutritional content of Rohu, comparing that to the nutritional value from other fish species like Clarias gariepinus would improve the content of the manuscript. 

(https://www.scirp.org/journal/paperinformation?paperid=119948) 
	

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


	It can be improved. I would advise the use of Grammarly for grammatical corrections and the use of punctuation where necessary.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction needs to be improved. The significance of these parameters (HSI, LER, PER etc) are to be discussed in the introduction briefly. What is the significance of water quality and genotoxicity in this research? Their significance should be mentioned in the introduction section. We have vast number of statement that needs to be referenced. Unit spacing is bad. 20 mL not 20mL. Fig 2 and 1 have no layout. Any protocol used must be referenced
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