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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.


	The study topic is relevant for the fisheries industries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 empirical values need to be included in the abstract while discuss the findings of the study to justify the statement claim.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The introduction lacks proper citations, and relevant literature has not been referenced.

2. The study does not mention the year in which the primary survey was conducted.

3. The parameters used to measure water quality are not scientifically specified, and no references are provided.

4. The study discusses water quality and sustainability but does not explain why these issues are important in the study area or whether there are contamination sources such as industrial or municipal waste.

5. The empirical section claims a significant positive correlation between water quality and fish yield, but the actual correlation coefficient is missing.

6. The study does not clearly explain how cage fish farming improves output, productivity, and profitability.

7. The author does not define what is meant by “sustainable utilization of water bodies” or how it differs from the general understanding of the term.

8. The study mentions job opportunities and additional income for fishermen but does not provide figures for employment generated or the average increase in income.

9. The topic is good, but many statements are not supported by empirical findings, which weakens the overall strength of the study.
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