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	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.


	· The present manuscripts contributes valuable insight into the growing field of functional aquaculture nutrition by demonstrating how natural supplements such as mushroom and turmeric can influence the haematological, nephrological, and hepatological health of Clarias gariepinu
· - By showing that turmeric enhances immune and erythropoietic parameters while the combination of mushroom and turmeric improves protein metabolism and globulin levels, the study provides evidence‑based guidance for developing healthier, more sustainable fish diets

·  These findings have broader implications for aquaculture productivity, fish welfare, and the reduction of synthetic additives in feed formulations, making the work relevant to researchers, feed formulators, and the aquaculture industry at large.

· - 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes—The title is generally suitable, but it can be strengthened
 I suggest this title: “ Effects of Mushroom and Turmeric-Supplemented Diets on Blood, Kidney, and Liver Function in Clarias gariepinus”
	

	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 is informative and detailed, and it successfully summarizes the purpose, methods, and major findings of the study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its core findings and methodology
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	references are adequate and mostly recent, 
	

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


	The manuscript communicates the scientific findings clearly, but the overall English quality requires improvement before it can be considered suitable for scholarly publication. Several sections contain long or overly complex sentences, tense inconsistencies, and occasional grammatical errors. For example, the Methods section includes future‑tense phrasing such as “The fish will be fed 5% body weight…”, which should be written in the past tense for completed experiments. There are also instances of repeated or unclear wording, such as “alanine transferase (ALT), aminotransferase (ALT)”, which should be corrected for accuracy and clarity.

In addition, some paragraphs—particularly in the Introduction and Discussion—contain redundant statements or could be more concise. Improving sentence structure, tightening the narrative flow, and ensuring consistent scientific terminology would significantly enhance readability. Despite these issues, the manuscript’s meaning is always clear, and with careful editing, the language can be brought up to scholarly standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an important and timely topic in aquaculture nutrition by evaluating the physiological effects of mushroom and turmeric supplementation in Clarias gariepinus. The study is well‑motivated, and the experimental design is appropriate for assessing haematological, renal, and hepatic responses. The findings—such as the observation that “the results showed a significantly improved WBC, RBC, haemoglobin, and haematocrit levels with turmeric‑diet”—provide meaningful insights into the potential of natural feed additives to enhance fish health and support sustainable aquaculture practices.

However, the manuscript would benefit from improvements in language clarity, consistency of scientific terminology, and more detailed reporting of statistical outcomes. Some sections, particularly the Introduction and Discussion, contain redundant statements and could be streamlined for better readability. Additionally, including missing methodological details (e.g., water quality parameters, ethical approval) would strengthen the rigor and reproducibility of the study.

Overall, the work presents valuable data and has clear potential for publication once the noted revisions are addressed
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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