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Review Form 3

PART 1: Review Comments

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.

Similar titled articles were found during literature survey, but your work have a few element that differ
from them- like monitoring of glucose level. Hence the title should be reworded signifying the unique
aspects of your particular work.

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

Rephrase using glucose level assessment aspect

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 weight classes (Class | included specimens ranging from 275 to 460 grams,
class Il included specimens ranging from 461 to 680 grams ) selected for study are too broad hence
could not be considered. Preferred ranges as per your data could be- 250-300, 300-350,etc or 250-
350, 350-450, etc.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes

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.

1. The Results and discussions part contains well presented data.

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

Good number of references are given, but a lack of recent references is noted. Since there are works
pertaining to the similar area, more such works need to be referred.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Language is good.
1. But discussion parts requires to be modified as follows- instead of “[29]

describe that the gills of fish have ......... ” use “Honorato & Nascimento [29]
describe that the gills of fish have .........” . Similarly for all others.
2. The weight classes (Class | included specimens ranging from 275 to 460 grams,

class Il included specimens ranging from 461 to 680 grams ) selected for study are too broad
hence could not be considered. Preferred ranges as per your data could be- 250-300, 300-
350,etc or 250-350, 350-450, etc.

3. Inthe materials and method part, the time for which the fish was exposed to the anaesthetic in
the tank isn’'t mentioned. This is required to validate the results of table 1.

Optional/General comments

NA
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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