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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.


	Scientists involved in conservation biology, aquaculture, and feed management may find this manuscript helpful. This study has led to a better understanding of the growth and survival rates of common carp fish species dependent on supplementary feed. Implementing sustainable aquaculture practices that enhance food security and biodiversity preservation requires this knowledge. Using Gotu Kola (Centella asiatica) prepared this way helps lower feed production costs, allowing farmers to produce more at a lower cost.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, " Effect of Dietary Supplementation of Gotu Kola (Centella asiatica) on Growth, Survival and Gut Histology of common carp (Cyprinus carpio)” This is usually appropriate because it accurately describes the essence and subject of the study.
	

	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.


	For completeness and clarity, the abstract can be revised. The following suggestions are for enhancements: 
Indicate the time and place. 

Make the methods clear. 
Explain the experimental setup, including the dimensions of the tank, the sources of water, and the feeding techniques.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study should employ a thorough and accurate methodology that allows for experiment replication. This includes information on the kind of fish used, the quantity of tanks, feeding plans, and water quality control. The manuscript should contain reliable and accurate data collected throughout the investigation. This includes the species' growth and survival rate in addition to the water quality components. The wording and structure of the manuscript may also be improved for readability and clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	YES
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5
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