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PART 1:    

Journal Name: American Journal of Experimental Agriculture 

Manuscript Number: 2015_AJEA_16342 

Title of the Manuscript:  Impact of Three-Different Commercial Feed on the Growth and Survival of Clariasgariepinus Fry in 

Aquaria Glass Tanks. 

New Title: Impact of Three-Different Commercial Feed on the Growth and Survival of Clarias gariepinus Fry in 

Aquaria Glass Tanks. 

Type of  Article: 
Original Research Article 

 

 

 

  

PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

- In general, the present manuscript: “Impact of three-different commercial feed on 

the growth and survival of Clarias gariepinus fry in aquaria glass tanks” addressed to 

compare the growth response and survival rates of C. gariepinus fry fed artificially 

formulated fry using Artemia as control, WAS IMPROVED. On the other hand, there is 

still necessity of improvement, due to some mistakes and misunderstandings; 

- According to “General guideline for authors” – brief guidelines 

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=general-guideline-for-authors), 

Abstract section “it should not exceed 300 words in length”. Some abbreviation, as 

such as, “treatment” and “specific growth rate” was cited at first use, later, you need 

use the abbreviation form. More “note: Use of DOI number for the full-text article is 

encouraged. (if available)”; 

- The author who identified the species is better to be described in the Title or 

Introduction section (and not into the final of abstract). Additionally, the year need to 

be provided. If the authors prefer to use the author name (Burchell) into the abstract 

section, the authors name need to be moved to the initial of abstract (after the use of 

the species name). The same way, move the “Burchell” described in the Conclusion 

(subsection 4. Conclusion) into the Introduction section; 

- More, “P values” is always italicized (The review of the entire manuscript is 

necessary); 

- Still, there are some spelling problems along the manuscript (The review of the 

entire manuscript is necessary), as such as, “Treatment T¬1”, “Artemia salina” is 

italicized; 

- Review of references (spelling problems or format): 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 

15, 16, 17, 18 and 21. 

- Still, English needs to be revised and improved. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The corrections have been effected. Thank you. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

References corrected to journal format 

 

 

 


