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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 presents a timely and important exploration of the socioeconomic and human capital conditions among small-scale gillnet fishermen in Karangsong, West Java. By applying the Sustainable Livelihood Framework (SLF), the authors shed light on systemic challenges affecting one of the most economically vulnerable coastal populations. The study has practical implications for livelihood policy design, non-formal education programs, and training models in fisheries-based communities. It offers both localized insight and broader relevance for researchers, policymakers, and community development practitioners across Southeast Asia and beyond.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is accurate and clearly communicates the scope and focus of the research. No changes suggested.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the objective, methods, and findings. However, consider briefly stating how the human capital score (57.85%) was computed, or referencing the Likert-based scoring method used. This would clarify the methodology for readers unfamiliar with such assessments.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methodology is sound, the sample selection is well-explained, and the interpretation of findings is supported by both primary data and relevant literature. The integration of qualitative insights from interviews strengthens the study's real-world applicability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The manuscript references a robust selection of recent and relevant works, particularly from 2015–2024. For further enhancement, the authors may wish to add comparative studies from other Southeast Asian fishing communities, which could help contextualize the findings regionally.
	

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


	The manuscript is mostly clear, but there are several areas where sentence construction and grammar can be improved for better readability. I recommend a round of professional language editing for improved academic polish.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is mostly clear, but there are several areas where sentence construction and grammar can be improved for better readability. I recommend a round of professional language editing for improved academic polish.
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