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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) 
 

 
 

It's scientific work with rigour. There is just one minor correction to be made, and that is to 
include a conclusion, and it can be published. 
 
Right from the introduction, the context is set out with bibliographical references and the 
objective of the research is announced. The issues are well arranged and the work plan is 
clear. The article is well structured in terms of materials and methods, followed by the 
scientific results supported by mathematical justifications for the statistical analyses. The 
discussion is well conducted, as it should be. 

 

Here is a proposal for inserting the title of the "Conclusion" section, which has not been 
written, and then the article will be ready for publication. 

CONCLUSION 
In the above investigations, although, all the feeds were iso-nitrogenous but the concentration of 
probiotics in BS2 feed might be helpful for proper nutrient utilization. Whole body carcass 
composition and lesser nitrogen egestion is attributable to proper probiotic concentration. RNA: 
DNA is known to provide dependable indication of growth trend. The various results find out from 
present investigation triggers for the utilization of probiotic (Bacillus subtilis CCI3) for optimal  
growth, appropriate use of nutrients, further it confirms that it work as  important immunostimulant in 

Cyprinus carpio. The statistically significant data (p  0.05) were observed in all the parameters of 

immunity, higher survival against the pathogenic Aeromonas species infection, thus indicating as a 
potent immunostimulant in Cyprinus carpio. The findings of this study suggest that the 
concentration of probiotic Bacillus subtilis CCI3 applied in feed was able to increase the overall 
physiological performances and enhanced the defense mechanism in the fingerlings of Cyprinus 
carpio. 
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