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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses a critical gap in understanding the socio-economic dynamics of inland wetland fisheries, a historically understudied area compared to coastal fisheries. 

This study by focusing on Chandakhal wetland in Assam, India, it highlights how fishing effort has minimal direct impact on fishers’ income, challenging assumptions about productivity in small-scale fisheries. Finaly, the findings emphasize the need for holistic policies that consider ecological pressures and alternative livelihood strategies to improve the resilience of marginalized fishing communities. Additionally, the study provides a methodological framework for assessing socio-economic-ecological linkages in similar wetland ecosystems globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The original title is mostly suitable but could be refined for clarity and precision. 

For example, [[Fishing Effort and Its Socio-Economic Impact on Fishers: A Case Study of Chandakhal Wetland, Assam, India]]
	

	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 largely effective but could be strengthened with minor adjustments to better align with the study’s scope, findings, and implications. Add a sentence explaining that why this study matters, also, Clarify the sample size and tools (SPSS, GraphPad Instat) to bolster reproducibility. Additionally, Policy Relevance is not shown.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its approach and conclusions, the use of regression analysis (SPSS/GraphPad) is appropriate for testing the relationship between fishing effort and income. The reported results (R² = 0.075, p = 0.086) are transparent and correctly interpreted. 

But there are areas where clarity, depth, or methodological rigor could be improved to strengthen its validity. The manuscript does not detail how the 40 respondents were chosen. Clarifying this would address potential selection bias.  On the other hand, While ecological decline is discussed, the study does not present primary data on fish stocks or species composition in Chandakhal wetland. Including such data (even qualitative observations) would strengthen the link between fishing effort and ecological impact.  additionally, The regression model only considers fishing days as the independent variable. Acknowledge other potential factors affecting income as limitations.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are relevant, while the manuscript’s references are sufficient for its scope, incorporating newer, globally relevant studies would enhance its academic rigor, policy relevance, and appeal to a broader audience. Over half the citations (10/16) are pre-2010, risking outdated context for socio-economic or ecological trends and limited recent literature on global inland fisheries. Also, sparse methodological citations for small-sample regression analysis in fisheries studies. 

· Béné, C. (2021).Resilience of small-scale fisheries in the context of climate change. Fish and Fisheries.  

· Lynch, A.J. et al. (2020). Inland fisheries and the Sustainable Development Goals: Opportunities and challenges. Environmental Reviews.   

· Islam, M.M. et al. (2021). Livelihood resilience in wetland communities of Bangladesh. Ecological Economics.  
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but several areas require refinement to meet higher academic standards. 

Replace passive constructions with active voice where possible. Simplify overly long sentences for readability. Also, improve linkage between paragraphs, avoid restating the same information in Introduction, Results, and Conclusion. Use of Editing Tools (Grammarly) can enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In Discussion Depth: Move beyond restating results to critically engage with contradictions (e.g., why this study’s non-significant result contrasts with Datta et al., 1989). Is it due to ecological degradation, market forces, or methodological differences?  Also, dedicate a paragraph to limitations (sample size, cross-sectional design, omitted variables) to preempt reviewer critiques. 

Consistency: Standardize terms (e.g., Chandakhal vs. “Chadakhal” in the title/abstract) and units (e.g., “days yr⁻¹” vs. “days/year”).  

The manuscript has the potential to contribute meaningfully to socio-ecological fisheries research, particularly in South Asia’s understudied wetlands. With targeted revisions—methodological clarity, updated literature, and policy-focused conclusions—it can achieve broader scholarly and practical impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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