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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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 study titled “Understanding  Consumer  Behaviour and Market-Level Constraints in Fish Markets of Hyderabad, Telangana” is an important research area. This study can provide insight about the fish consumption pattern of individuals in Telangana which can be used by future researchers for any comparative study on fish consumption. Also, urban fish markets don’t receive a lot of attention than agricultural activities. This study can help to fill this gap.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. You can also write like this:
“Understanding consumer preferences and market constraints/challenges in urban fish markets of Hyderabad”. 
	

	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, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it is. However, the author can improvise. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	I would like to put forward some important points that I noticed in the manuscript after a thorough review:
1. Sample size of 120 has been selected by the researcher but no basis to select this sample has been given (like any formula, rule of thumb etc).

2. The author has chosen “Purposive sampling” technique and yet he/she writes purposive random sampling in one of the paragraphs. Purposive (Also known as judgement sampling) is a Non probability sampling whereas random sampling is a Probability sampling technique. Kindly avoid using both together.

3. There is no proper conclusion, implications and future research directions in this manuscript. Kindly mention in detail infrastructure development, cold chain and storage facilities, licensing of vendors and other policy implications. 

4. Another important observation was the demographic of gender. Around 80% of fish consumers were males in this study and only 19% were females. Kindly write some inferences out of this data. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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