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	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.


	Yes, this study is important for the scientific community because this study contributes to the use of this microbial formula for improving microbial balance and nutrient recycling. This study also provides environmentally friendly aquaculture practices. Further, this study also offers practical insights for enhancing productivity while reducing dependence on synthetic inputs.
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	Yes, it is suitable
	

	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.


	Yes, it is quite comprehensive. However, the abstract would be better if the author added the aim (s) of the study,  such as: the present study aims to evaluate the effectiveness of Jeevamruth as a natural microbial input in an integrated fish-horticulture system, and to identify the optimal Jeevamruth application level ……..
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is correct. But there is a little redactional correction. Just present the data results in a table or in a figure. Don’t do both.
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