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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

  

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. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

  

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? 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Comments to the Author 
The author Combined methods for Growth Performance of G6 Transgenic Mutiara Catfish at Different 
Stocking Density. The experiment methods were weak and the analysis are not enough. I am happy to 
accept the manuscript but I have few queries and need changes 
The quires as follows,  
 
• . Have to correct the grammatical mistakes, spacing between words. Please thoroughly edit the 
manuscript. 
 
• The Analysis of PCA should be done. 
• It is not clear from the method, how many number of independent biological samples and 
replicate were used for experiment. Please, clarify that part in the method section. 
• I suggest would be rather pie chart should be used to show statistical analysis. 
• In the Discussion section, the authors did not discuss the potential roles of parameter in growth 
performance of G6 transgenic mutiara catfish seeds one by one. This point should be represented in 
the conclusion part (abstract and main text). Please rewrite discussion and conclusion. 
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