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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.


	The manuscript provides a detailed socio-economic and technical profile of fishing activity on the Ayamé 1 dam lake, 17 years after its reopening. Taking into consideration the lake’s economic and ecological importance for Côte d’Ivoire, the results are relevant for understanding current fishing dynamics, identifying potential conflict risks between national and non-national fishermen, and supporting sustainable fisheries management. The study also documents fishing gear typology and socio-demographic characteristics, useful for both local authorities and researchers working on inland artisanal fisheries in West Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is concise, informative, and reflects both the scope and the main focus of the research.
	

	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 generally clear, presenting aim, methodology, main results, and conclusion. 

You should add explicit mention of the sample size (number of fishermen surveyed) to strengthen methodological transparency. Also, you could briefly highlight what is new compared to earlier studies on the same lake. Moreover, consider including one sentence summarizing implications for fisheries management.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study design, data collection, and statistical analysis (Chi-square test) are appropriate for the objectives.
But, the period of data collection (2017–2018) is outdated for a 2025 publication; this should be addressed in the discussion by explaining the relevance of the findings in the current context and/or providing updates from more recent observations if available.

The figures need higher resolution and more descriptive captions. 

You should explain how the sample size was determined and whether participant selection was random or purposive.

In relation to this study, a detailed description of the study area is necessary to contextualize the fishing patterns observed on the Ayamé 1 dam lake, linking socio-demographic and technical aspects of fishing to the lake’s geographical, ecological, and socio-economic characteristics, and to help readers understand how environmental and governance conditions shape the dynamics and challenges of the fishery.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate for context but some are dated (pre-2010). Including recent studies (2020–2024) on inland fisheries management, migration of fishing communities, and conflict resolution in West Africa would strengthen the manuscript.
· Bocoum W, Failler P, Deme M, et al.. Migration of artisanal fishers in West Africa: 50 years of observation. J Fish Res. 2023;7(3): 1-6.

· S Ahouansou Montcho, KV Salako, FJ Chadare, SC Gnansounou, Z Sohou, P Failler, R Glèlè Kakaï & AE Assogbadjo. (2022) Characteristics and sociocultural impacts of small pelagic fishing by migrant fishers in Benin, West Africa. African Journal of Marine Science 44:3, pages 215-225.

· Dème El B, Failler P, Fall AD, Dème M, Diedhiou I, Touron-Gardic G, Bocoum W and Asiedu B (2023) Contribution of small-scale migrant fishing to the emergence of the fishmeal industry in West Africa: Cases of Mauritania, Senegal and the Gambia. Front. Mar. Sci. 10:871911. doi: 10.3389/fmars.2023.871911
	

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


	Understandable overall, but requires moderate language editing to correct grammatical errors, improve sentence structure, and ensure consistency in terminology and verb tenses.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Data relevance: The dataset is 7–8 years old; justify its current publication and discuss changes that may have occurred since 2018.

Management implications: Add a sub-section in the discussion with clear policy recommendations.

Figures and tables: Improve resolution and clarity of figures; simplify tables for better readability.

Terminology: Standardize technical terms

Limitations: Add a short section on study limitations, including data age, lack of ecological parameters (e.g., biomass, species diversity), and potential survey bias.

References: Update with recent literature where possible.
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