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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	 The manuscript provides valuable insights into the length-weight relationship and condition factor analysis of Muraenesox cinereus, contributing significantly to the understanding of species-specific growth dynamics and health status along the Mangalore coast. This research fills a gap in regional fishery data, supporting sustainable fishery practices and resource management. The findings will benefit researchers, fisheries biologists, and policymakers focused on coastal fishery management and conservation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and accurately reflects the core focus of the study. It clearly mentions the species under investigation, the parameters analyzed, and the geographical area, making it informative for the scientific community. No changes are necessary.


	

	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 and clearly summarizes the objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, I suggest briefly mentioning the sample size and statistical methods applied to enhance clarity for readers unfamiliar with the study design. This will provide a clearer overview of the study's scope and robustness.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology and data analysis. The length-weight relationship and condition factor analysis are conducted using standard and widely accepted methods in fisheries biology. The results are well-interpreted and contextualized within the existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are sufficient and recent, covering key studies relevant to length-weight relationships and fisheries management. But if u added some more references such as length weight relationship of endemic ornamental species in Western Ghats it will add value to ur paper 


	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and concise English, suitable for scholarly communication. A minor grammatical check could further refine the text, but overall, the language quality is appropriate for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents valuable biological insights into the dagger-tooth pike conger eel (Muraenesox cinereus) along the Mangalore coast,

contributing to fisheries research and sustainable management practices.

The study adheres to standard methodologies and offers practical applications for coastal fishery management.

Minor revisions are suggested to enhance the clarity of the abstract by including details on sample size and 

statistical methods. Additionally, a brief grammatical review is recommended to ensure seamless readability.

Some more references such as length weight relationship of endemic ornamental species in Western Ghats it will add value to your paper 

Upon revision, the manuscript is expected to meet the journal's standards for publication.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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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