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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 manuscript provides critical practical knowledge that can directly improve the hatchery production of M. vollenhovenii , an underutilized but promising species for aquaculture. 

Future research could explore broader salinity/temperature ranges and assess long-term effects beyond the post-larval stage


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is informative and reflects the core focus of the study.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive, clearly presenting the objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, it would benefit from the following refinements:

Avoid redundancy (e.g., temperatures listed twice in the opening sentence).

Specify the statistical significance of the key findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It presents a well-structured experimental design with appropriate replication and statistical analyses (ANOVA and Tukey’s HSD).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include both classical and recent studies (up to 2024).
	

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


	The language is generally clear, but there are several grammatical issues and awkward phrasings throughout the manuscript.
Examples for correction:

“This temperature appears to be optimal given the low daily growth rate…” --( “This temperature appears optimal, as evidenced by the highest daily growth rate…”

"Experience 1" and "Experience 2" → Use “Experiment 1” and “Experiment 2” for consistency with scientific terminology.

A thorough proofreading by a native English speaker or language editing service is advised. MINOR REVISION IS REQUIRED.
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