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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 manuscript highlights the effectiveness of Better Management Practices (BMPs) in maintaining optimal water quality for Litopenaeus vannamei culture under seasonal variations. The findings provide valuable insights for improving sustainable shrimp farming and climate-resilient aquaculture management. This study contributes practical data and guidance for researchers, policymakers, and farmers aiming to enhance productivity and environmental sustainability in the shrimp industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	If the manuscript focuses mainly on water quality analysis, the first option is the most balanced and suitable:

“Effects of Seasonal Variation and Better Management Practices on Water Quality in Litopenaeus vannamei Grow-out Ponds.”
	

	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.


	Suggested Revisions:

1. Clarify the research gap and objective: Early sentences are broad; clearly state what problem or question the study addressed (e.g., “This study examined how seasonal variation affects pond water quality and how BMPs can mitigate these effects.”).

2. Improve flow and readability: Several sentences are too long or repetitive (e.g., “which it is very sensitive to seasonal fluctuations” can be shortened).
3. Quantitative data presentation: Include results more succinctly (avoid repeating all parameter ranges; mention only representative findings).
4. Add a short concluding statement: Emphasize the broader impact (e.g., application for sustainable aquaculture management).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically acceptable for publication in a regional or applied aquaculture journal, provided minor revisions are made to improve statistical robustness, clarity in BMP description, and English fluency.

It provides valuable practical evidence supporting BMP-based management in tropical shrimp aquaculture and contributes meaningfully to sustainable aquaculture science.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes an adequate and mostly recent set of references (spanning 2018–2025) that effectively support the study’s objectives. However, incorporating a few additional global and climate-resilience-oriented studies (e.g., Boyd et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2024) would further strengthen its scientific depth and international relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally understandable English and conveys the scientific findings clearly. However, the language quality requires moderate revision to meet scholarly publication standards. Grammatical errors, redundant phrasing, and inconsistent tense use should be corrected to improve readability and professionalism. A thorough language edit or professional proofreading is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a relevant and well-organized study on the effects of seasonal variation and Better Management Practices (BMPs) in Litopenaeus vannamei culture ponds. The topic is timely and contributes valuable insights to sustainable aquaculture management. Minor improvements are needed in language clarity, statistical analysis, and detailed description of BMPs. With these revisions, the paper would be suitable for publication and provide useful guidance for both researchers and practitioners in shrimp farming.
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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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