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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript provides a timely and comprehensive review of aquaponics as a climate-smart solution to global food insecurity, synthesizing a decade of interdisciplinary research. It critically bridges gaps between sustainable technology, nutritional security, and policy-relevant frameworks, offering valuable insights for researchers, practitioners, and policymakers. By systematically addressing both the potential and limitations of aquaponics, the study serves as a foundational reference for advancing sustainable agricultural innovations in alignment with the UN Sustainable Development Goals
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the manuscript's focus on aquaponics, sustainability, and food security. However, A more concise and effective alternative could be:

"Aquaponics for Sustainable Food Security: A Climate-Smart Farming Review"
	

	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 comprehensive but can be improved for conciseness and impact. The Introduction and Aims sections are somewhat repetitive, and the Methodology could be stated more directly.

Suggested improvements:

1. Merge the first two sentences of the Introduction and Aims to create a single, strong opening statement that presents the problem and the proposed solution (aquaponics).

2. Simplify the Methodology to: "This review synthesizes findings from 60 relevant studies (2015-2025), examining aquaponics principles, technologies, and applications."

3. Make the Conclusion slightly more impactful by explicitly stating its role as a sustainable alternative, not just an "alternative method."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on a thorough review, the manuscript is scientifically correct. Its claims are well-supported by current, peer-reviewed literature (2015-2025), and it accurately represents the principles, benefits, and challenges of aquaponics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, with a strong focus on literature from 2015 to 2025, which is appropriate for a review on this evolving topic. The sources are diverse, credible, and well-integrated to support the manuscript's claims
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication, but it requires thorough proofreading and editing to meet publication standards. The manuscript contains grammatical inconsistencies, occasional awkward phrasing, and minor structural redundancies that affect its polish.
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