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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 manuscript makes an important contribution to fisheries science and gender studies by providing empirical evidence on the socio-economic status, working conditions, and institutional participation of fisherwomen in coastal Gujarat. It highlights the often-unrecognised labour of women in fisheries and presents valuable quantitative insights on demographic characteristics, livelihood challenges, and access to government schemes. The findings help fill a significant research gap, as gender-disaggregated data in Indian fisheries remains limited.
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	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.


	Yes but l suggest the following;

Clarify the methodological details, such as sampling and analysis, in a single succinct sentence.

Strengthen the concluding statement by explicitly highlighting how the findings contribute to policy, practice, or scientific understanding.

Consider including a brief mention of sample size to increase transparency.

 Add 2 more key words
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically sound and follows a clear structure, including introduction, methodology, results, and discussion. The statistical methods (descriptive statistics, chi-square tests, and logistic regression) are appropriate for the research questions and data type. The results are generally well-interpreted and relate back to existing literature.

However, the following issues require refinement;

· The methodology needs more detail, including sampling frame, inclusion criteria, and justification for sample size.

· The discussion occasionally becomes descriptive rather than analytical; more interpretation and linkage to prior studies would strengthen it.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Its in order
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	It’s a promising paper in the academic community
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