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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The manuscript is very interesting and important for aquaculture. Minimal corrections are 
required.  
Abstract 
I didn't understand the levels of inclusion of terminalia catappa leaf in fish feed. Was it 
removing which ingredient? 
Material and Methods 

- What is the granulometry of the ingredients? 
- What percentage of water is added to the formulations? Were the same 

amounts? 
- What is the cooling temperature of fish feed? 

Results 
- Add in the footer of tables and figures the meaning of the abbreviations TCD1, 

TCD2... 
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