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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.
	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides SWOT Analysis of 40 Inland Primary Fisheries Cooperative Societies in Tamil Nadu, India. It attempts to identify their all possible potential strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title correctly reflects the content of the manuscript but adding the period / year could have further enhance the clarity. 
	

	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 more than comprehensive, it should be given a professional touch to shorten as it is lengthy. The subsection created with the titles should be avoided. Detailed analysis and findings have to be made concise and the conclusion to be precise.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is scientifically correct. Its SWOT Analysis of 40 Inland Primary Fisheries Cooperative Societies under two districts in Tamil Nadu, India provide a clearcut findings and observation useful for further improvement required. The study also revealed that fisheries cooperative societies have yet to realize their intended potential and purpose of establishment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The 15 references are relevant but barring two of 1982 and 1988, others ranged between 2014 to 2024, which are recent.  There could have been more recent one that those old ones.
	

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


	The language is acceptable for publication of this manuscript subject to some minor grammatical correction.
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