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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 gives us valuable insights into augmenting the sustainability and efficiency of biofloc systems within the aquaculture sector. The research contributes to the body of knowledge in optimizing the use of resources by reducing the environmental footprint of aquaculture systems through the evaluation of the efficacy of fermented rice bran and hydrolyzed rice bran as carbon sources in catfish rearing. The findings highlight practical applications of rice bran (agricultural by-product) to benefit small-scale farmers by improving fish growth and nutritional quality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title effectively captures the study's focus on assessing different rice bran treatments as carbon sources in a biofloc system for catfish. No alternative title is necessary.
	

	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.


	Addition: Include the species studied ("African catfish, Clarias gariepinus") to provide specificity, as "catfish" is a broad term.
The sentence "This experiment showed that acid-hydrolysis and solid-phase fermentation of rice bran could boost its performance as a biofloc carbon source, even though later has been well reported" ("later" should be "the latter").
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the abstract and results, "rice brown" should be corrected to "rice bran" (e.g., Table 1 and 2 headers).

Table 2 lists weight gain for FRB as 46.55g but mentions "46g" in the text, and RBB as 40.50g but "40" in the text. 

In Table 1, nitrate is listed as "mg/L," but the text mentions "total ammonium nitrate concentration.". Should it be ammonia (NH₃), nitrate (NO₃), or total nitrogen? Clarify the parameter measured.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and reasonably recent but needs minor revision such as 

The citation "Chinma et al., 2017" in the text (Methods) is listed as "Chinma et al., 2013" in the references. Verify the correct year.


	

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


	The English quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication but requires minor revisions such as

"Rice brown" should be "rice bran."

"Kjedal method" (Methods) should be "Kjeldahl method."
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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