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Review Form 3

PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

This manuscript helps others researchers to understand the the behavior of O. melastigma.
Especially the breeding and feeding behaviours of O. melastigma.

Also, this manuscript gives an idea about the ecologic al parameters regarding to the rearing of O. melastigma

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

Yes. the title of the article is relevant

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 is well explained. But methodology part is not mentioned. Please brief the content and include methodology in brief.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct?
Please write here.

The effort of the author in this study is appreciative. But some corrections are needed in the methodology and result part also.

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

References are not sufficient. Add more supportive references in discussion part.

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

Communication is good.

Optional/General comments

Some part of the manuscript the name of fish is not wrote in italics. Please check and correct the mistake.

1.
2. Fish collecting method is not explained in the methodology part (Eg. Type of fishing net used).
3

Author mentioned in the methodology that ocular micrometre is used in the study for measuring the egg diameter but the result is not included in the

manuscript.
4. The magnification of the microscope is not included (eg. 10x ,40x etc)

5. The author mentioned in the article that statistical tools are used in this study ( ANOVA, T test). But the results are not observed in the manuscript. (

eg. Table or figures or anything related to statistical result)

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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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