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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 manuscript offers a valuable analysis of the growth trends and emerging patterns within the fisheries sector, Furthermore, the identification of key challenges and proposed policy interventions, including infrastructural investment, strengthened extension services, and addressing social taboos, offers a practical framework for sustainable development and improved rural livelihoods within the scientific community.
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	The abstract is largely comprehensive, But the keyword "wayforward" is a bit informal for an academic abstract. While "suggestions" is also listed, perhaps replacing "wayforward and suggestions" with a more formal term like "policy recommendations" or "future directions" would be more appropriate for the keywords section.
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