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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	Cage culture is a is a very good practice which integrated both the capture and culture fisheries. The findings, including detailed cost structures, survival rates, and economic indicators, provide a valuable benchmark for future interventions, research, and policy decisions. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Author would consider this following title- Inland cage farming in Kashmir’s Manasbal Lake: Economic feasibility, challenges, and strategic insights for sustainable aquaculture
	

	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.


	Abstract is generally comprehensive. However, the following improvements are suggested
· Include the actual biomass yield (e.g., 3351 kg) and cost of production (₹220/kg) to highlight the scale of operations.
· A sentence summarizing potential policy or community-level implications (e.g., recreational repurposing of cages) would strengthen the impact.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This is scientifically correct. it is recommended that the authors provide more detailed descriptions of the methods used, particularly for data collection, cost estimation, and fish growth monitoring. Including standard references for each methodological step (e.g., stocking density determination, FCR calculation protocols, depreciation methods) would strengthen the reliability of the work and allow for easier comparison with similar studies.
Please add the water quality parameter during the study periods. Its strongly related to the fish growth.
Also author can consider the following-

Visual Enhancement

Add graphs or charts for:

· Monthly weight gain vs. FCR

· Monthly mortality rate

· Breakdown of cost components (pie chart)

· Consider including a flow diagram of the cage operation process from stocking to harvest.

Discussion section - Briefly compare the findings with other failed or successful cage aquaculture projects in similar inland, temperate, or high-altitude ecosystems to enhance scientific discussion.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Reorganize the conclusion into bullet points or short thematic paragraph.
	

	Optional/General comments


	PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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