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	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 work generates an important baseline information on the pattern of population dynamics of Hydrocynus forskahlii in Sudan’s Roseires Reservoir, and fills an important gap of knowledge for this ecologically and economically important apex predator. Through the estimation of growth, mortality, and recruitment parameters, the manuscript provides science-based management tools (e.g., optimal size limits, seasonal closures) to reconcile fishery productivity and conservation in data-poor African reservoirs. The results reveal regional variability in the life-history traits (e.g., bimodal recruitment driven by flood pulses) and confirm the negative effects of early harves (Lc opt), and can be used as a reference model for the sustainable management of tropical freshwater fisheries. The use of classic (FiSAT and contemporary (ϕ′ index) analytical methods increases the study’s applicability for global comparisons and the management of fisheries in data-limited locations.
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	Abstract is well-structured but could be strengthened by adding key implications and sharpening clarity.
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	The manuscript is scientifically sound, but can be improved by discussing methodological limitations and reinforcing regional comparisons.
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	The references are largely appropriate but could be strengthened by including more recent studies (post-2020).
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	The manuscript is over all  well-written for scholarly communication.
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