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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.


	The present manuscript contributes valuable insights into the development of low-cost and energy-efficient aeration technologies for freshwater aquaculture, an area of growing importance as the sector continues to intensify globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In general, the title is understandable and instructive. 
	

	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 gives a general overview of the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient for this study. But reverified the consistency or duplicity.
	

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


	Numerous grammatical errors and incorrect sentence constructions are present throughout the manuscript. The authors are recommended to revise the entire manuscript through professional English language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The total number of days of the culture period is not mentioned.
· No information on feed quantity, feeding rate (% body weight), or frequency of procedure.

· In the discussion part, explain why aeration improved ammonia, nitrite, and nitrate levels (biological nitrification, circulation, bio-oxidation).

· Also discuss fish behaviour under aerated vs non-aerated systems.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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