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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 is important as it highlights the major causes, impacts, and solutions to post-harvest losses in fisheries, a key issue affecting food security and livelihoods. It provides valuable insights and practical strategies that can help improve sustainability, reduce waste, and strengthen fisheries management globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Post-Harvest Losses in Fisheries: Causes, Impacts, and Mitigation Strategies” is suitable, as it clearly reflects the content and scope of the paper. A better title may be “Mitigating Post-Harvest Losses in Fisheries for Improved Food Security and Sustainability”


	

	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.


	A few minor improvements could enhance clarity and impact:

· Add specific data or percentages (e.g., average loss rates or case study figures) to strengthen the quantitative aspect.

· Include a brief mention of the geographical focus (e.g., developing countries or global perspective) for better context.

· The conclusion could be slightly refined to emphasize the policy relevance and sustainability implications of the study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It presents well-researched information supported by credible data, case studies, and recent references from reliable sources such as the FAO and peer-reviewed journals. The explanations of causes, impacts, and mitigation strategies for post-harvest losses are logical, evidence-based, and consistent with current scientific understanding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include several recent and relevant sources (2023–2025), covering both global and regional studies on post-harvest losses, fisheries management, and cold-chain systems. They reflect a good balance of peer-reviewed journal articles, FAO reports, and case studies.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in a clear, formal, and academic tone, with well-structured paragraphs and appropriate scientific terminology. Minor grammatical refinements (such as shortening long sentences or simplifying certain technical expressions) could enhance readability.
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	Nothing specific
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