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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This study demonstrates that adding papain enzyme to tilapia feed, especially at 1.5%, significantly improves protein digestion, feed efficiency, and growth. These findings are important for developing more economical and sustainable aquaculture practices by optimizing feed utilization in tilapia farming. The research provides practical dosage recommendations and contributes valuable data to the field of aquaculture nutrition
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is quite suitable.
	

	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 of the manuscript is comprehensive, effectively summarizing the study's objective, methodology (CRD with varying papain doses), measured variables (ADCp, EFU, PER, RGR, survival), and key finding. Overall, the abstract is strong and accurately represents the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the provided abstract and introduction, the manuscript appears scientifically correct. It presents a clear objective, employs a sound CRD with replications, measures relevant variables using appropriate methodologies and outlines a standard statistical analysis approach (ANOVA and Duncan's test). Furthermore, the introduction provides a logical context supported by existing literature. 
	

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

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


	yes
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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