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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 study investigated the required water quality parameters for optimal cultivation of shrimp, which is an economic and commercial product in India. This research is relevant to scientific community in that it will lead to increase and profitable production of shrimp, which will eventually boost the gross domestic products and enhance increased profit to the farmers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. “Comparative Analysis of Variations in Water Quality Parameters in Shrimp cultivated in low saline and saline Aquaculture Systems”
	

	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. The abstract did not include the methodology especially a mention of how the samples were collected, the statistical analysis employed and the results before jumping into conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. If well carried out, it would lead to higher production and thus boost national and individual economic well-being.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are sufficient and recent except a few of them that obsolete. However, the citing of some of references in text was poorly arranged, especially when citing many references to support a point.
	

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


	The quality of the English used in the manuscript needs a little brush up.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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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