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In introduction and materials of method mention 

1. Which species of  tilapia used 

2. Which sex cultured 

It is mentioned that sometimes urea is added. Here 
it should be specific that : what is the duration of 
addition and how many times.. 
 

3. Commercial pellet is added (here make and 
composition should be mentioned) 

4. Parameters of FCR should be explained in 
materials method. 

5. References should be added. Comparison 
should be done with the result  of other 
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1. Correction is done. 
 
 
 
 
3. Composition of feed is mentioned in the 
text. 
4. It is also performed accordingly. 
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quality parameters influence plankton ensity and growth 

of prawn and tilapia. Try to incorporate all this so your 

result will be better. 
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