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	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 can be considered as a mini-review that highlights the potential of phage therapy as a sustainable alternative to antibiotics in aquaculture. This article comprehensively reviews the isolation, characterization, and application of bacteriophages, making it very useful for future aquaculture studies and policy makers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Title:

"Bacteriophage Therapy for Sustainable Management of Bacterial Diseases in Aquaculture"
	

	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 effectively discusses the key points of the manuscript, but if possible, briefly mention the main challenges of phage therapy in the abstract to provide a clearer and more balanced view.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is also academically sound and provides adequately researched discourse on the application of bacteriophages in aquaculture. Some minor corrections are nonetheless needed below:

· A few references (e.g., Herrlich et al., 1974) are very old. Although pioneering, more recent work must take priority where feasible.

· Regulatory discourse about phage therapy also remains very brief. Additional information regarding the current regulatory barriers and developments in regions around the globe would improve the paper.

· Some statements, such as "bacteriophages represent a hopeful alternative therapy to antibiotics", must be qualified by the existing restraints on large-scale application.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are good and pertinent. Additional inclusion of recent work, even the recent five years' work that brings the previous references up-to-date, would make the manuscript stronger.

Recommendations

More recent reviews on phage therapy regulation offer more contemporary perspectives.

Phage's ecological function in aquacultures would be more deserving of debate based on newer references.
	

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


	There are several grammatical errors and clunky phrases throughout the essay. As an example:

"Phages offers a targeted and environment-friendly choice." → should be "Phages provide a specifically targeted and environmentally friendly choice."

"Phage therapy has been applied in the treatment of bacterial infection in animals for decades" → Consider giving examples apart from aquaculture.
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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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