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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 study explores South India's fisheries sector, revealing its potential while tackling issues like overfishing and climate change. It offers data-driven strategies for sustainable management, helping policymakers and communities balance productivity with environmental and social well-being.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title highlights South India's fisheries growth while addressing sustainability and key challenges. It focuses on opportunities, hurdles, and practical strategies for long-term success
	

	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 does a great job of covering key topics like South India's fisheries potential, sustainability, and regional focus. But it could be even stronger by adding details on new technologies like biofloc and GIS mapping, which are important parts of the study. Including the industry's economic impact and relevant policies like PMMSY would also give a more complete picture. Instead of listing specific visuals like tables and graphs, using a broader term like "data visualization tools" would make the wording more concise and academic. The author should ensure that the keywords do not exceed five in number and consist of single words rather than phrases. The length of the keywords should be adjusted accordingly for conciseness and accuracy. These small tweaks would help make the abstract clearer and more well-rounded.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript meets scientific standards and presents its findings in a well-documented and analytically sound manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and fairly recent, covering a good mix of government reports, peer-reviewed journal articles, and technical documents from reputable institutions such as CMFRI, World Bank, and the Ministry of Fisheries. rewrite in human terms
	

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


	The manuscript is well-structured and formal, making it suitable for academic use. It includes the right technical terms and references, but small grammar mistakes, typos, and repetitive phrasing affect clarity. Some formatting issues in headings, tables, and figures also need fixing. With thorough proofreading and editing, it can meet the standards for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	To further improve the manuscript, the authors are encouraged to:

· Proofread for minor grammatical and typographical errors.

· Ensure consistency in formatting of headings, tables, and figures.

· Add a brief ethics statement regarding informed consent and data confidentiality for survey participants.

· Consider consolidating repetitive content, especially in the discussion and conclusion sections, to enhance conciseness and impact.

· Include a declaration of conflicts of interest and funding, if applicable.

Overall, this is a well-researched and relevant manuscript that makes a strong contribution to the field of fisheries science and sustainable resource management. With minor revisions, it will be ready for publication.
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