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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

1- The manuscript concerns an important research topic, the use of aquatic protist oil as a 
substitute for fish oil. Even though this topic has been studied extensively in recent years, 
there is room to study the latest advances in the field 
 
2-  I suggest this title: Effect of dietary Schizochytrium sp. supplementation on fish and 
implications on their health 
 
 
3- Yes but it can be optimized. 
 
 
 
4- Yes they are. 
 
5- The manuscript present some errors that I highlighted in the manuscript (file attached) 
 
6- The paper lack some important references on the research topic, which are: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbt.2021.01.006 
10.1016/j.biteb.2022.100997 
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