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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.


	This study is important because it explores how salinity affects enzyme production in Bacillus coagulans, a bacterium with potential applications in aquaculture wastewater treatment. Understanding this relationship helps improve biological methods for reducing organic pollution in shrimp ponds. It also contributes to sustainable aquaculture practices by reducing reliance on chemicals.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and accurately reflects the main focus of the research. It specifies both the variable (salt concentration) and the outcomes (α-amylase and protease production). No major changes are needed, but adding “and wastewater treatment potential” could make it more comprehensive.


	

	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 well-written and summarizes the objectives, methods, and key findings effectively. However, it could briefly mention the statistical significance of results and highlight practical implications for aquaculture. Adding one sentence on COD removal efficiency would strengthen its impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is detailed and includes proper controls, replication, and statistical analysis (ANOVA, Tukey HSD). Results are clearly presented with figures and tables. The discussion logically interprets findings and compares them with previous studies.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and mostly recent, covering relevant studies on enzyme production and aquaculture wastewater treatment. However, adding more recent works on microbial bioremediation under salinity stress (2023–2024) would improve currency.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor improvements could be made to sentence flow in the introduction and discussion sections to enhance readability. Technical terms are used correctly.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Good article, some minor improvements can make it great!
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