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	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 emphasises the benefits of using probiotics such as Yakult in Biofloc systems to improve growth, survival, feed efficiency, and water quality in Litopenaeus vannamei culture. By comparing fermentation duration, it provides practical guidance for the sustainable improvement of shrimp production. The results support environmentally friendly aquaculture practices and are therefore of great value to researchers, farmers, and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	is mostly suitable
	

	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 aim of the study isn't clearly stated at the beginning. It would be helpful to explicitly mention that the study investigates the effect of different fermentation durations of Yakult-based probiotics in Biofloc systems on Litopenaeus vannamei
Some sentences are grammatically unclear or awkward, which can confuse. For example, “The method used was a completely randomised design...” can be expanded to mention the number of treatments and repetitions

The statement “Vannamei shrimp... is a potential in the field of fisheries because it is able to become a superior commodity” is repeated from the introduction and may be unnecessary in the abstract

The abstract lacks a clear conclusion that summarizes the overall findings and their implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically
The term "Vanname fish" is incorrect. Litopenaeus vannamei is a shrimp, not a fish, and this error should be corrected throughout the manuscript

Although the manuscript mentions the use of ANOVA and LSD tests, no exact p-values or test statistics are given. Providing these would increase the scientific rigor

Although the treatments are well described, the manuscript lacks detailed information on how external variables (e.g. light, temperature fluctuations, biosecurity protocols) were controlled, which are crucial in aquaculture experiments

The stated nitrate values (e.g. up to 154.9 mg/l) appear high compared to some common aquaculture standards. The authors do mention this was tolerable, further discussion or justification with references would strengthen the argument
	

	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 mostly relevant and adequately support the research framework.
Most references come from local or regional sources (e.g. Indonesian journals). To strengthen scientific credibility and broaden the context, the manuscript would benefit from including more internationally recognised sources, e.g. peer-reviewed articles from journals such as Aquaculture, Aquaculture Research or Journal of the World Aquaculture Society
	

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


	The English language quality of the article needs improvement
For example, using "Vanname fish" instead of "whiteleg shrimp" or Litopenaeus vannamei

Many sentences are too long or confusing. For instance:

“Vannamei shrimp (Litopenaeus vannamei) is a potential in the field of fisheries because it is able to become a superior commodity” should be revised to:

“Whiteleg shrimp (Litopenaeus vannamei) is a promising aquaculture species due to its high market value and adaptability

There are issues with verb tenses, singular/plural forms, and article usage (e.g., missing "the" or "a")
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