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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 is a valuable empirical insight into the socio-economic impact of aquaculture in Chhattisgarh, a key yet understudied region of India. It advances scientific understanding to identify determinants of livelihood sustainability and offer evidence-based guidance for policy formulation and rural development strategies. This manuscript enriches the global dialogue on sustainable aquaculture and inclusive growth.
The analysis is methodologically sound, and the findings have strong policy relevance for promoting sustainable and inclusive growth.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes this is fine
	

	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 abstract is clear and well-organized that’s effectively presenting the study’s background, objectives, methodology, and major findings. However, you might consider slightly condensing the methodological details to allocate more space for highlighting the implications of the findings. Overall, it is a strong and informative abstract that accurately reflects the study’s scope and contribution. 
It provides a comprehensive overview that captures both the analytical rigor and policy relevance of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate with a clear research design and appropriate use of analytical tools. The findings and conclusions are well-supported by empirical evidence and align with the study objectives.
The interpretations are consistent with the statistical findings, and the conclusions are logically derived from the data. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates strong scientific validity and reliability.
	 

	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 and include several recent studies, ensuring relevance to current aquaculture research. To further strengthen the manuscript, you may consider adding more recent publications (2023–2025) on climate-resilient aquaculture, gender participation in fish farming, and socio-economic impacts of small-scale fisheries in India and comparable regions.
gender participation in fish farming will enhance the future research.

	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, formal, and coherent, with appropriate use of technical terminology. 
It is a  well-suited article for academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	To improve readability and avoid redundancy, certain frequently used words and phrases in the manuscript could be varied. For instance, “aquaculture” can be alternated with “fish farming” or “fish culture,” while “livelihoods” could be replaced with “income sources,” “economic activity,” or “employment opportunities.” Similarly, “fish farmers” may be referred to as “participants,” “producers,” or “practitioners,” and “socio-economic” can occasionally be rephrased as “economic and social” or expressed contextually. Phrases like “institutional support” could be varied with “government or organizational assistance,” “policy backing,” or “extension services,” and “poverty reduction” may be replaced with “enhanced household resilience” or “improved economic well-being.” Using these alternatives will enhance the manuscript’s flow and prevent repetitive language.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	he study clearly states that participation was voluntary, informed consent was obtained, and respondents’ anonymity and confidentiality were maintained.

	


Reviewer details:

Monisha M, SRM Institute of Science and Technology, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

