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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 manuscript contributes significantly to the growing field of sustainable aquaculture and integrated farming systems by introducing Jeevamruth, a natural microbial formulation, as an eco-friendly solution for enhancing both fish culture and horticulture productivity. By demonstrating its positive impact on water quality, nutrient recycling, and overall system sustainability, the study provides valuable insights into reducing synthetic inputs and promoting circular bioeconomy practices. The findings also open up new avenues for utilizing locally available resources like fish mucus and Jeevamruth in low-input, high-efficiency farming systems. This work has the potential to inspire further research and application of microbial-based inputs, offering a sustainable alternative to conventional practices in aquaculture and agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	1. Yes, this title 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.


	1. How does the microbial composition of Jeevamruth specifically contribute to the observed improvements in water quality and fish growth?

2. Could you clarify why the higher concentration of Jeevamruth (1%) did not show additional benefits, and if there were any signs of microbial saturation?

3. What are the long-term implications of using Jeevamruth in integrated systems, and how might this approach impact nutrient cycling and system sustainability over extended periods?


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it's ok
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	Improve language, improve sentence structure and consistency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. More details on the microbial composition of Jeevamruth would enhance clarity.

2. Elaboration on microbial mechanisms behind water quality improvements is needed.

3. More information on effect sizes and power analysis would improve statistical transparency.

4. Long-term impacts on system sustainability need further exploration.

5. The rationale behind the lack of additional benefits at higher concentrations should be clarified.

6. A deeper biological explanation of the observed trends would strengthen the analysis.

7. Including insights on microbial community shifts would add depth to fish growth results.

8. Further research on microbial diversity would enhance the study's value.

9. Clearer contextualization within the broader field of microbial-based aquaculture systems is recommended.

10. A more thorough discussion of Jeevamruth’s limitations in integrated systems is needed
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