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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript addresses a blind spot in Indian fisheries research by documenting aquaculture constraints and consumption behaviour in semi-arid Rajasthan, a region typically overlooked in favour of coastal and high-production states. 

The empirical data on income-stratified species preference, .. provide locally actionable evidence from a non-traditional aquaculture zone. 

However, the consumer preference data, while context-specific, is drawn from a sample too small to support meaningful generalization. 

Moreover, the Garrett rankings merely confirm what extension officers in these districts already know. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the title is not suitable, reads like a thesis title, not a journal article title. Shorten and sharpen the title.
	

	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.


	No, the abstract is not comprehensive. No objective stated upfront. 

Methods are underspecified. also, no mention of study limitations, conclusion is much generic.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The sample is too small and not well explained also, the authors say they used mixed methods but there is no qualitative data.

There are errors in the numbers and species names. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites references that of these, only 4 are from 2020 or later, 9 are from 2017 or earlier. 

Replace older, generic constraint studies with recent, region-specific literature. 

Aim for at least 50% of references from the last 5–7 years.
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial language editing ,the errors are too numerous and too frequent for copyediting alone to fix, particular attention to sentence structure, word choice, consistency, and basic typographical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	weak methods, not proper analysis, outdated references, not proper language, and overblown conclusions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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