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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.


	This research lacks a clear objective between the title, methodology, discussion, and conclusion. The introduction does not include a background to the research, particularly regarding aquaculture prospects. The research methodology is unclear regarding the experimental system and species, as well as the impact on aquaculture activities. The discussion does not reflect the research objectives, particularly regarding aquaculture potential.
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	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 not comprehensive regarding the background and objectives. It does not explicitly state the methods used, and the results are descriptive (without statistical tests). The statements in the results section are not supported by the research data obtained, particularly regarding aquaculture potential.
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	The manuscript is not very scientific because it is not clear in its purpose, methodology and clarity of discussion
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