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PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	Because it offers insightful empirical information about the socioeconomic status, working circumstances, and social engagement of fisherwomen in Coastal Gujarat, India, the research paper is significant for the scholarly community. The study helps close a substantial information gap about gendered aspects in the fishing industry, which is a comparatively understudied field. Policymakers, development professionals, and scholars interested in livelihoods, gender studies, and rural development can all benefit from the findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	It is OK.
	

	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 gives a concise synopsis of the research project's objective, methodology, and main conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	With a clear research concept, suitable methodology, and a coherent presentation of the results, the work seems to be scientifically sound. Thus, the manuscript's scientific quality is acceptable and complies with academic requirements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though there are just about 15–16 sources in all, they are current and contain pertinent recent research. No further references are required at this time.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript's language and general English quality are suitable for academic communication. An academic reader can easily understand the well-prepared manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The work is presented properly in general, with logical transitions between parts and relevant references.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No, there are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript
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