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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript presents a groundbreaking integrated recirculating marine aquaponics system that combines aquaculture and hydroponics, offering a sustainable approach to food production. The idea is good and add to the scientific community.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, its suitable 
	

	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 abstract should be improved, its descriptive abstract that give little information about experiment and results it self rather than describe the importance of aquaponics.
	As per reviewer comments, the details about experiments and results have been included

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Could be improved, statistical analysis is missing, I couldn’t see the significance difference between control and NFT 
	Statistics has been carried out, and findings were included in graph and tables. 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, but need to be updated by replacing the old reference with new recent references.
	As per reviewer comments, the latest reference has been updated with recent years. 

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	
	


