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2nd August 2023

The Editor,
Journal of Aquatic & Terrestrial Ecosystems (JATEMS)


Dear Editors, 

RE: Resubmission of manuscript (JATEM 1-1-6,)
We would like to submit the revised manuscript (JATEM 1-1-6,) entitled, “opportunities and challenges of alternative local biofilter media in recirculating aquaculture systems” for publication in Aquatic and Terrestrial Ecosystems. We would like to thank the reviewers for the constructive comments on our manuscript. We honestly believe that the suggestions of the reviewers helped us in improving the manuscript. The reviewers’ comments are listed below (in bold) followed by our response to each comment. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Emily Wafula

1. Abstract 
The abstract was rewritten as suggested by the reviewer
2. Keywords Line 33 & 34 office 1

Thank you for this observation. We addressed this issues as stated in the comments.

3. Page 2 References office 3-4, Line  58-63 RAS can provide a more controlled environment for fish growth by allowing for the optimization of water quality parameters, temperature, and feeding regimes
We cited Zhang et al. (2011), to address the above comment. Question 4 was  addressed as commented by the reviewers.
4.  Page 2 Line 70-76 Does importation make them expensive? What if they are inexpensive? Provide reference for this information. Office 5
Since the focus was on developing countries , most of the bioballs that are used as biofilters are imported. They may be inexpensive in the countries of origin but importation costs, import taxes and tarrifs, currency exchange rates and supply chain disruptions makes them expensive. In addition, logistical challenges and regulatory requirements can increase the costs associated with imported materials. Therefore, we cited Ebeling & Timmons (2012) to address this issue.
5. Page 3
The issues raised here were addressed as per the reviewers comments
6. Page 4 & 5
General comments: 
· I cannot see the general overview anywhere which should form the basis of this study. I propose that it replaces this subtopic here, but the literature remains.
                       The subtopic was changed to General overview.
· Repetition
The repeated word was deleted as suggested by the reviewer
· Office 10 & 12. Is this correct? Do you mean MBBs? Countercheck
We meant MBBRs which represents moving bed bioreactors.
· References, office 13
Xiao, R., Wei, Y., An, D., Li, D., Ta, X., Wu, Y., & Ren, Q. (2019). A review on the research status and development trend of equipment in water treatment processes of recirculating aquaculture systems. Reviews in Aquaculture, 11(3), 863-895 was cited.
7. References 
Morgana, S. Ghigliotti, L., Estevez-Calvar, N., Stifanese, R. Wieckzorek, A. Doyle, T. Christiansen, J.S.  Faimali, M. & Garaventa, F. (2018). Microplastics in the Arctic: a	case	study with sub-surface water and fish samples off Northeast Greenland. Environ.	Pollut. 242 (2018), pp. 1078-1086 was cited.
8. Table 1. Office 16 & 17
The table was formatted as per the reviewers comments. 
9. References. Office 18 and 19
We cited the references as per the reviewer’s comments.
10. Reorganize this section and ensure that APA latest version guidelines are adhered to promptly. Also, ensure that whatever cited literature in the text appears in the reference.
We reorganized the references as per the APA latest version guidelines and we ensured that all the cited literature appeared in the reference.



