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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.


	The paper brings knowledge to the Biofloc fish farming system on the safety of the raised tilapia fish and probably providing knowledge on the alternative sources of growing fish feeds and treating ponds water


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not really but an ideal one might be: Assessing the efficacy of Microbacterium barkeri in Biofloc Systems in Tilapia fish farming
	

	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 should also state here that inoculum level greater than 106 was not effective and must provide the recommendations Additionally, should provide the justification why the proposed methods used in this study…. Are they the only methods? Will using other methods changed the results? The study design should be mentioned and state the sample treatment and clearly indicate them in the methodology.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically sound and providing novel solutions to the struggling aquaculture industry 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are enough, I feel like more is needed to provide an extensive and balanced argumentative discussion
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper need revision as I have advised in the comments: Should revise on how the subtitles are constructed, study design and how the sampling protocol is applied during sample collection.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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