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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 article reviews innovative molecular and biotechnological methods that are increasingly being applied in aquaculture. The main advantages of modern techniques that lead to more sustainable yields and improvements in the quantity and quality of aquaculture are summarized. The progress in disease management, vaccine development and diagnostics is summarized.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article may be approved. 
I suggest: Biotechnological and Molecular Interventions in Aquaculture: A Pathway to Sustainable Fisheries.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive, but the part about regulatory hurdles, public acceptance of GMOs, and environmental concerns in the manuscript is short and should be expanded. If the manuscript stays the same, I suggest deleting this part of the sentence from the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but presents mainly the positive viewpoints from the use of biotechnological and molecular interventions in aquaculture practice. I suggest authors expand the section on the possible negative consequences of the implementation of these techniques.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and related to the manuscript even though some of them are not so recent.
	

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


	The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I recommend the article be published after some corrections:
1) The title may be corrected.
2) I suggest authors expand the section on the possible negative consequences of the implementation of these mentioned techniques.
3) If the manuscript stays the same, the abstract should be revised.
4) There are 3 figures in the manuscript but it is not clear why the figure appears in the text. Figures should be noted in the text.
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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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