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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.


	This manuscript is a valuable contribution to the scientific community as it addresses key challenges in sustainable aquaculture, particularly the cultivation of Nile tilapia. By focusing on the use of Bacillus sp. as a bioremediation agent, the study offers practical insights into improving water quality, which directly affects fish growth, survival, and overall productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes its 
	

	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.


	Abstract should be Improved by focus on simplifying phrasing and correcting grammar for easier understanding. Summarize the methods briefly and clearly, while emphasizing the study's purpose and main findings. Ensure the content flows naturally, avoids repetition, and focuses on the most important details.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Major revisions should be done, in all parts of the manuscript, The introduction needs to be clearer and more straightforward, avoiding unnecessary repetition and presenting ideas in a more organized way. It should sound professional and scientific while using precise words and smoothly incorporating statistics and references from existing research. The importance, originality, and goals of the study should stand out clearly. Additionally, proper references should be included, and the topics should flow naturally from one to the next to make the introduction more cohesive and easier to follow.

Materials and method:

Avoid unnecessary details, such as repeating the location and timeframe of the experiment multiple times.

Studied traits, Parameters, and factors should be managed clearly. 

Equation for the model of the statistical analysis should be added. 

Results:

The study does a good job of presenting its findings using statistical analysis, including ANOVA and the Duncan test. It provides a clear overview of important factors like growth measurements, water quality, and survival rates. However, some areas could be improved to make the writing more engaging and easier to understand. There’s a bit of repetition, and some sentences are overly detailed, which makes the text harder to follow. Simplifying these parts and connecting the figures more clearly to the discussion would make the results easier to interpret. When it comes to presenting the data, charts are great for showing trends and making comparisons easier to see, like changes in survival rates or improvements in water quality. On the other hand, tables are better for showing precise details, like exact statistical outcomes or specific values (water quality parameter)

Same comments for the discussion 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not enough or sufficient references mainly in the discussion section. 
	

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


	Not suitable and need to be improved. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article should be revised to algin with scientific writing 
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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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