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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 study makes a valuable contribution to fisheries economics by shedding light on the marketing margins and operational efficiency of traditional handline fisheries—an area that has received limited attention. Through a detailed analysis of how value is distributed across the supply chain, the research uncovers key inefficiencies and the disproportionate influence of middlemen. These insights have important implications for shaping policies that promote sustainable fishery practices. The findings also highlight the socio-economic struggles of small-scale fishers and propose actionable strategies to improve their negotiating power and ensure fair distribution of profits. Overall, the manuscript enriches discussions around sustainable fisheries, rural development, and inclusive economic growth.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Marketing Margin and Efficiency of Handline Fisheries at Beba Fish Landing Site, Takalar, Indonesia” is precise and well-structured. It clearly conveys the subject matter—handline fisheries—and outlines the study’s scope, focusing on marketing margins and operational efficiency within a specific geographic context. This makes it highly appropriate for a scientific publication, particularly one centered on case-study 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 thorough and well-organized, effectively presenting the study’s objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. To enhance its clarity and scientific impact, it would benefit from a brief mention of the sample size, the duration of the study, and the geographic context. Including a final sentence that emphasizes broader policy relevance or sustainability considerations would further strengthen its contribution to the academic discourse.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific soundness by utilizing well-established survey techniques, purposive sampling, and descriptive quantitative analysis. The results are logically derived from the data, and the conclusions align coherently with the findings. To further strengthen its academic rigor, minor enhancements could include more robust statistical validation and comparative analysis with similar fisheries research to provide broader context and depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is reasonably comprehensive, incorporating both foundational works and recent studies, including sources up to 2025. Nonetheless, the literature review could be further enriched by integrating more recent FAO reports from 2022 to 2024, as well as global case studies on marketing efficiency in small-scale fisheries. These additions would offer a stronger comparative framework and elevate the manuscript’s international relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language and English proficiency are generally appropriate for academic communication, featuring a clear structure and accurate use of terminology. To further enhance its readability and alignment with scholarly standards, minor revisions are advised—particularly to improve fluency, ensure grammatical consistency, and refine sentence transitions. Reducing repetitive phrasing would also contribute to greater clarity and overall polish.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript tackles a critical issue in small-scale fisheries by exposing marketing inefficiencies and their effects on the livelihoods of fishermen. Its structure is coherent and the topic highly relevant. To further elevate its contribution to fisheries economics and policy, the study would benefit from a larger sample size, more rigorous statistical analysis, and broader comparative insights drawn from similar contexts.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript presents no evident ethical concerns. It is based on surveys and interviews involving fishermen, collectors, retailers, and consumers, with no signs of misuse of sensitive personal data or harm to participants. To enhance ethical transparency, it would be beneficial to explicitly clarify the procedures for obtaining informed consent and ensuring participant confidentiality.
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