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	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 study offers significant insights into the application of Bacillus spp. as a bioremediation agent for enhancing water quality in tilapia aquaculture. The findings indicate that an optimal dosage of probiotic supplementation leads to improved growth performance, survival rates, and key physicochemical water parameters. These results underscore the potential of probiotic-based interventions to promote sustainable and efficient freshwater aquaculture practices, contributing to improved ecological balance and aquaculture productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Addition of Bacillus sp. as a Bioremediation Agent on the Water Quality for Nile Tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) Fry", is informative but could be improved for clarity and grammatical accuracy.

Suggested Alternative Title:

"Effect of Bacillus sp. as a Bioremediation Agent on Water Quality and Growth Performance of Nile Tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) Fry"
	

	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 addresses poor water quality in tilapia aquaculture and evaluates the optimal dosage of Bacillus sp. for improving both water quality and fish performance (growth and survival). Enhancing clarity, it should explicitly state assessed parameters (pH, dissolved oxygen, ammonia, total ammonia nitrogen) and highlight the broader significance of probiotic applications in sustainable aquaculture. Concise, technical language would further improve precision and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a scientifically sound study with a well-structured experimental design, employing a Completely Randomized Design (CRD) with appropriate replications. It effectively articulates its objective, focusing on the role of Bacillus sp. in improving water quality and enhancing tilapia growth, while comprehensively assessing key water quality and biological performance parameters. Statistical analyses, including ANOVA and Duncan's multiple range test, are correctly applied. However, several areas require improvement to enhance clarity and scientific rigor. Language and grammar issues, including phrasing errors, should be addressed through thorough proofreading to ensure readability. Scientific terminology inconsistencies, such as misspellings and inconsistent strain nomenclature, should be corrected for accuracy. The results section would benefit from a clearer interpretation of figures, while the discussion should further contextualize findings within relevant literature and explore possible mechanisms such as microbial competition, enzyme secretion, and nitrification pathways. Additionally, citation formatting inconsistencies and typographical errors in references should be rectified to ensure precision and credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally appropriate and relevant, covering essential aspects such as the application of Bacillus sp. in aquaculture, water quality management, tilapia growth and survival, and bioremediation processes. The reference list demonstrates a strong awareness of current literature, incorporating studies published up to 2024. Additionally, it reflects a well-rounded selection of sources, including peer-reviewed journal articles, theses, and reports, ensuring a comprehensive and scientifically grounded foundation for the study.
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial editing to meet scholarly communication standards, as several language and formatting issues affect clarity and precision. Grammatical errors, including frequent subject-verb disagreements, incorrect verb tenses, and awkward phrasing, should be corrected to enhance readability. Spelling and typographical mistakes, such as "problioitics," "blacteria," and inconsistent capitalization, need careful revision. Additionally, excessive wordiness and redundancy should be eliminated to improve conciseness. Scientific terminology inconsistencies, including formatting or OCR errors in names like "BLack Tilapia" and "BLacteria," should be rectified, and species names (e.g., Oreochromis niloticus) should be properly italicized. Punctuation and formatting discrepancies, such as missing commas, inconsistent spacing, and citation errors, must also be addressed to ensure professional presentation and adherence to academic standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The experimental design is appropriate, and the findings are applicable to real-world tilapia farming practices.

· The manuscript requires substantial improvement in English language, grammar, and formatting to meet scholarly standards.

· Strengthening the discussion with more international references and refining the abstract and conclusion would enhance the scientific value of the paper.
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