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	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 article is very important to scientists, especially those who work in agricultural economics, rural development, and fisheries management. It offers empirical evidence regarding the efficacy of various fish marketing channels, which is directly pertinent to policy development, enhancement of livelihoods, and sustainable resource utilization. The study enhances comprehension of how marketing frameworks influence producers' income, price allocation, and economic sustainability, hence informing governmental policies and community activities. Moreover, by concentrating on Chhattisgarh's inland fisheries, the study provides region-specific insights that enhance the overarching dialogue on the blue economy in India.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate as it clearly reflects the content, geographic scope, and key focus areas of the study. No change is required.
	

	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.


	Rewrite the abstract to follow a clear Introduction–Methodology–Results–Implications structure. Include a concise statement of the problem, the research objectives, the study area, methods used (sample size, data collection tools, analytical approach), the most critical findings (with minimal but essential numerical data), and the broader significance or application of the results. Avoid excessive detail that belongs in the main text, and focus instead on delivering a high-impact summary that captures the attention of both academic and professional readers.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Certainly, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The research objectives are appropriately addressed by the study design, sampling procedure, and analytical approach (Acharya's method for marketing efficiency, price spread calculation). The results are properly interpreted in accordance with the data that has been presented, and the conclusions are logically derived.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, with both classical and contemporary sources cited. However, the inclusion of more recent literature (post-2021) on fish marketing efficiency and sustainable supply chains could enhance the currency of the work.
	

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


	The language is clear and mostly suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical refinements and rephrasing for conciseness in certain sections would further improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript constitutes a significant contribution to the literature on fisheries marketing. It adeptly integrates primary data collection with applied economic analysis to underscore the relative efficacy of marketing channels. Augmenting the policy discourse and incorporating a concise limitations section would bolster its practical and scholarly significance.
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