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Compulsory 

REVISION 

comments 

 

Line2 : change title to EFFECT OF WATER VOLUME ON 

GROWTH…………of  Clarias gariepinus frys raised in different 

enclosures. 

ABSTRACT 

Line 11: frys were fed AT 5% body weight. No mention was made of 

the water volume ! 

Line21: insert Clarias gariepinus in the key words. 

INTRODUCTION 

Lines23-25: give the authority for the statement. 

Line35: Re-cast the statement 

MATERIALS & METHODS 

Lines42-43: mention the volume of water and size of the hapa. 

Lines44-45: Do you feed at 5% body weight 4 time daily ? why ? 

line54:  weights were taking  with or using …… 

line56-57: siphoning methods according to who? 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

line83-87 : re-coin the statement 

line 83-94: No single citation io support findings ! 

line96-99: give reasons for your finding(s) ? 
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The experiment is not properly documented, vital information are missing . 

Replication in another station may be difficult! 
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