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	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 paper is an important contribution to understanding the current and future direction of freshwater aquaculture in India. It addresses real-world practices, government efforts, and environmental concerns in a way that feels grounded and relevant. What makes it especially useful is how it connects everyday challenges—like disease management or water use—with broader policy and sustainability goals. Anyone involved in aquaculture, whether in research, planning, or on the ground, can take away something practical from this work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally informative and relevant, but it could be improved for clarity, academic tone, and impact. “Sustainable Freshwater Aquaculture in India: Current Practices, Challenges, and Policy Directions” would be my title suggestion. 
	

	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.


	The current abstract is generally informative but would benefit from clearer and more specific language. It misses important elements like the role of technological innovations (e.g., RAS, IMTA), the socio-economic dimensions, and how the review was conducted. Phrases like “steering opportunities” are vague and could be replaced with more precise academic wording. Including a mention of sustainability frameworks, regulatory context, and development goals would help round out the abstract and better reflect the comprehensive nature of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and well-researched. It provides a thorough review of freshwater aquaculture in India, supported by credible references and data from recognized sources such as FAO, ICAR, and peer-reviewed journals. The content aligns with current trends in sustainable aquaculture, addresses both challenges and innovations, and integrates technological, policy, and socio-economic perspectives. There are no apparent scientific inaccuracies or misleading claims, and the manuscript maintains a balanced and evidence-based approach throughout.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are largely sufficient and cover a wide range of relevant topics—spanning aquaculture development, sustainability, socio-economic impact, and technological innovations. Many sources are well-established, including FAO reports, government documents, and peer-reviewed articles.

Yet, while the reference list is consistent, a few areas could benefit from more recent or globally comparative studies, particularly:

· Climate change impact on aquaculture (e.g., IPCC or UNEP-linked studies from 2023–2024).

· Recent global advancements in RAS, IMTA, and AI-based aquaculture technologies from high-impact journals like Aquaculture Reports, Reviews in Aquaculture, or Nature Sustainability.

· More regional comparisons with countries like Bangladesh, Vietnam, or Indonesia, which have similar freshwater aquaculture challenges and solutions.

Adding 2–3 updated references from 2023–2024 that discuss these emerging technologies and global benchmarks would enhance the manuscript’s relevance and scientific depth.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally clear and communicates the main ideas effectively, but it would benefit from moderate editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a timely and comprehensive overview of freshwater aquaculture in India, with a well-balanced focus on sustainability, policy, and innovation. Its strength lies in integrating diverse aspects—technological, socio-economic, and environmental—into a cohesive narrative that is both informative and practical. To further enhance its impact, the authors might consider refining the abstract and language for better clarity and academic tone, and integrating a few more recent global references for comparison. Overall, the work is relevant and valuable to both national and international readers interested in sustainable aquaculture development.
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