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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.


	Importance of the Manuscript to the Scientific Community

This manuscript is significant to the scientific community, particularly in aquaculture and marine biology, as it addresses the impact of ciliate protozoan infections on the commercially important Black Tiger Shrimp (Penaeus monodon). It provides specific data on the seasonal variations of these infections across different life stages of the shrimp (Nauplii, Zoea, Mysis, Post-Larvae, Juvenile, and Adult). Furthermore, the study links the high prevalence of ciliate outbreaks to specific ecosystem factors, such as high summer temperatures affecting shrimp metabolism and molting.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate. It accurately reflects the core focus of the research: the seasonal pattern of ciliate protozoan infections across the different life stages of Penaeus monodon.
	

	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, covering the background (aquaculture importance, disease threat), the study's aim and methodology (seasonal distribution across life stages, physicochemical parameters, location, and period), key results (seasonal pattern, high prevalence in summer, high rates in Post-Larvae 23 days samples, high rates in specific hatcheries), and the conclusion/implications (importance of ecosystem elements like high summer temperature, need for active monitoring).  

Suggestion for Addition:

To enhance the comprehensiveness, it would be beneficial to explicitly mention the specific ciliate protozoans identified (e.g., Acineta, Epistylis, Vorticella, Zoothamnium) as they are a key part of the study's findings.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. It clearly outlines the materials and methods used for sample collection, parasite identification, and estimation of physicochemical parameters (temperature, salinity, pH, and dissolved oxygen).  

It presents quantitative results regarding infection prevalence and survival percentage across different life stages and seasons.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references listed cover foundational work on crustacean parasites and diseases, More recent high-impact publications (post-2015) focusing specifically on ciliate protozoans (especially Zoothamnium or Epistylis) in penaeid shrimp to better support the findings on seasonal patterns and temperature effects, particularly in Asian aquaculture contexts.
	

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


	The language and English quality requires improvement. While the text is understandable, there are numerous instances of grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, inconsistencies in terminology (e.g., 'Nauplii III' mentioned in the text vs. 'Nauplii' in the abstract/tables), and typographical errors (e.g., dates in tables). A thorough professional copyediting for grammar, syntax, word choice, and flow is highly recommended to meet the standard for scientific communication.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides valuable, primary data linking seasonal and environmental parameters to ciliate infection rates in various life stages of P. monodon. The data presented in the tables (I-IV) are detailed and crucial to the results, and the figures should be clearly discussed in the text with references to the table numbers to improve clarity.
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