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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Recently, the Government of India, in collaboration with state stakeholders, has launched various awareness campaigns and training programs to enhance the fisheries sector under the ‘Blue Revolution’ initiative. Such analyses are crucial for evaluating and monitoring the effectiveness of these initiatives. The present study revealed that while training programs had some impact on fish production, their influence was minimal, highlighting the need for improved training methodologies and additional support services to optimize outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A more effective approach would be to emphasize the impact of training rather than merely stating its availability.
Suggestive Title: Impact of Fisheries Training Programs on Fish Production, Seed Production, and Revenue Generation in Rajasthan


	

	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. Lack of clear research objectives. (Clearly state the purpose of the study at the beginning of the abstract).
2. At the end of the abstract part, it should emphasize in one line, whether training programs were effective or not and what should be done next. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is based on secondary data collected over a 25-year period, which enhances credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are pretty much fine. But the absence of main references–
· Handbook on Fisheries Statistics (2023) published by Department of Fisheries (Government of India).

· Directorate of Fisheries (Government of Rajasthan, 2024).

.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Include some NFDB-sponsored training program details published by the NFDB yearly book if possible. 
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