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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.


	To the best of my knowledge, this manuscript is the first to present a comparative evaluation of these three sustainable aquaculture systems, Biofloc, Bio-phyton, and Aquamimicry, for culturing Catla catla by substituting the alternative carbon source, millet, under a well-controlled system. Thus, it is a contribution to providing information on an important topic through valid data. This research is highly pertinent to the current scenario of providing a cost-effective and eco-friendly alternative for sustainable aquaculture systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 appears to briefly summarize the treatments, the length of the experimentation, the results, as well as the conclusions. 

However, the following could be done better:

Correction of grammatical errors and typographical mistakes.

Clearly specifying the experimental duration and the sample size.

Presenting key numerical results in a consistent format ('mean +/− standard error').

The statistical significance that was used (e.g., p<0.05 for

Overall, only minor language polishing is necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the experiment is scientifically sound regarding the design, methodology, and statistical analysis-one-way ANOVA with a Tukey’s test for interpretation of results. Standard protocols include water quality parameters, growth indices, microbial assessment, and proximate analysis conducted by APHA and AOAC, respectively. The concluding remarks stem from the data and figures presented in this work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains an adequate number of recent relative references, such as those published between 2015 and 2023, on bioflocculation systems, microbes, growth performance, and water quality management. Moreover, the list includes credible and credible peer-reviewed journals and FAO reports. No major modifications are required.
	

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


	The scientific information in the text seems clear and accurate. The manuscript itself seems to require some minor grammar and sentence structure modifications, as well as adjustments in terminology and formatting, for which a professional proofreading service would be beneficial.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables should be more informative, higher in resolution, and with consistent labeling.

Units and symbols used in the manuscript should be standardized.

Certain repetitions in the discussion section may be reduced for conciseness.

Smoothen the flow between subsections in Results and Discussion.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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