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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 research is quite important for the scientific community because it raises topics related to food and agriculture, which are key areas for sustaining life. This research makes a valuable contribution to the production of sustainable fertilizers using raw materials that are widely available in nature and inexpensive, yet produce fertilizers with more balanced nutrients. The simple method makes it possible to produce good quality fertilizers at a low price.  This is one of its plus points.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite good and interesting, but it needs a little clarification. The title would be better if it clarified how or what methods to use to increase phosphorus and potassium in fish tonic.
	

	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.


	There is an additional suggestion in the abstract section, namely that it would be better to also include a summary of the impact of added sugar on increased phosphorus and potassium levels.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, The manuscript is scientifically sound because it uses the correct scientific method, namely a completely randomized design, a sufficient sample size, and statistical analysis to provide accurate data validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are up to date, with no more than 10 years old, and more than 80% are primary sources from journals and proceedings. The number of references is also sufficient, namely more than 15.
	

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


	Yes, the English used in the manuscript is appropriate for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· It would be better to clarify the purpose of storage in dark conditions until the time of analysis (Material and methods, production process, line 5)
· Complete with nitrogen content data for months 1, 2, and 3 or it can also be presented in graph form (Result and discussion, total nitrogen, line 0)

· It would be very useful to include data on phosphorus and potassium content for factors 1, 2, and a combination of both factors for months 1, 2, and 3 (not just month 3) in the form of a graph, which would be more concise and easier to read the data trends (Result ad discussion, phosporus, line 7)

· Add a conclusion regarding the addition of sugar, which was one of the factors in this study. (Conclusion)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues were found in the manuscript.
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