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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. In reviewer opinion, abstract is too short and needs to have more precise 

information related to the study. 
2. Reviewer strongly suggest to revise the concept of probiotic. For obtaining desired 

results, when using probiotics, it is necessary to use them in proper levels.  
3. M& Ms are confusing and need more explanation regarding to the material used. 
4. It seems that results and M& Ms are mixed. Please, separate them 
5. Do authors, submit  their results to an  ANOVA test? If so, did you find any 

statistical difference among them? Please, specify this in the table.  
6. Reviewer strongly recommends to rebuild the discussion. It is confusing and is not 

ordered according to obtained results.  
7. In the table of FCR, please specify if authors found any difference among 

experimental groups.  
8. In order to improve this work, reviewer recommends to conduct a polynomial 

regression analysis in order to access the best probiotic level required for each 
parameter.  

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Keywords: Reviewer suggest  that  probiotic should be eliminated and include 

growth performance instead.Authors also can include the words: nutrient utilization,  
survival. 

2. INTRODUCTION:  Shrimp commodity, may not be  a proper term to refer to shrimp 
resource.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Please, reduce to 2 digit (0.00) in all numbers used throughout the manuscript. 
2. Native speaker English proof is highly recommended.  
3. Please, standardized all the citations throughout the manuscript. Since some times 

authors are mentioning a number (e.g. [#]) and other times, authors are using  the 
citation as it is, e.g. Smith et al., (2019).  

4. Please, standardized the name of each experimental group.   
5. Do authors believe that the use of probiotic consortium is a symbiotic  effect? If so, 

you can discus your results  based on this premise.  
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Reviewer’s comment Author’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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