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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 (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 study is important because it offers a natural and sustainable way to improve the nutritional value of freshwater crab meat, which is a valuable food source for many communities. By using a friendly bacterium, Bacillus subtilis, to produce riboflavin (vitamin B2), this approach avoids synthetic additives and supports healthier, more wholesome food options. It also connects the fields of microbiology and aquaculture in a meaningful way, showing how nature can help boost the quality of our food. This kind of work can inspire similar methods for enhancing nutrition in other foods, helping to support better health and food security for the future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title is better: Riboflavin Enrichment of Oziotelphusa senex senex Meat via Microbial Biofortification Using Bacillus subtilis
	

	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.


	Better to add this: In this study, we used riboflavin (vitamin B2) produced by Bacillus subtilis to enhance the nutritional value of these crabs. The crabs that received riboflavin showed signs of reduced stress, better immunity, and higher levels of protein, carbohydrates, and fats. There was also a noticeable drop in harmful bacterial count, and tissue studies showed stronger muscle development. These findings highlight the potential of using natural, microbe-based methods to make everyday food more nutritious and support better public health.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in content, and the core concepts are valid and valuable. However, to improve scientific credibility and readability, it needs: Better structure and paragraph transitions, Stronger grammar and sentence construction, More quantitative and comparative data, and Removal of redundant or unrelated sections.


	

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

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


	No, the current version is not yet ready for scholarly communication. It needs a thorough language and editorial revision to meet academic standards. Like Grammar and syntax correction throughout, Shorter, clearer sentences with precise academic vocabulary, Proper paragraph structure: each paragraph should have a topic sentence, supporting detail, and conclusion or link to the next.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript explores an important and timely topic improving the nutritional quality of freshwater crab using naturally produced riboflavin from Bacillus subtilis. The idea is relevant and has real-world applications in both aquaculture and human health. However, the paper would benefit from clearer structure, more concise writing, and better English language quality to improve readability. With proper editing and more focused presentation of results, this work has strong potential for scientific contribution.
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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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