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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.


	The manuscript provides a useful empirical assessment of fishery production trends and forecasts in Odisha, with a focused case study of Chilika Lake. By applying standard time-series methods to long-term production data, it contributes evidence relevant to fisheries economics, wetland management, and policy planning. The study is particularly relevant for understanding livelihood dependence and production dynamics in large lagoon ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is clear, accurate, and appropriate for the content of the manuscript. 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.
	The abstract is clear and informative. A minor improvement would be to briefly mention the forecast horizon and key policy implication. Otherwise, it is adequate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The analytical approach is appropriate, and the use of ADF tests and ARIMA modeling is methodologically sound. Some interpretations of forecasting results could be slightly more cautious, but this does not affect the overall validity of the analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally adequate. A few additional recent studies (post-2020) on fisheries forecasting or wetland fisheries management could further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but minor language editing is recommended to reduce repetition and improve clarity in the results section.
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