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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.


	The manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it highlights the crucial role of salinity, ammonia, and pH in shrimp aquaculture water quality, which directly affects shrimp health and productivity. It applies advanced statistical methods like principal component analysis to better understand water quality dynamics in different salinity conditions. These findings support the development of targeted water management strategies to improve sustainability and reduce environmental impacts in shrimp farming. Such research is vital for addressing ongoing ecological challenges while optimizing shrimp aquaculture efficiency and economic viability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	suggested alternative title could be: 

"Comparative Analysis of Salinity Effects on Water Quality Parameters in Shrimp Aquaculture: Implications for Sustainable Pond Management."
	

	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.


	No major deletions are needed, but adding a sentence on the practical applications of the research findings would enhance its relevance and attract a wider scientific readership. Overall, the abstract effectively conveys the study's purpose and results but could benefit from these slight expansions for clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates valid scientific reasoning, uses appropriate analytical tools, and provides reliable interpretations consistent with current scientific understanding in shrimp aquaculture and environmental management. Therefore, it is scientifically correct with good potential to contribute valuable insights to the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Adding more very recent sources from the last 3 years (2022-2025) could strengthen the manuscript's relevance to current research trends.
	

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


	The sentences are mostly well-constructed with correct grammar and terminology relevant to aquaculture research.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, scientifically robust, and provides valuable insights for researchers, aquaculture practitioners, and policy-makers engaged in shrimp farming. It holds promise to support improved water quality management and sustainable production strategies in this economically vital sector.
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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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