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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.


	The paper described the socioeconomic background of an important fishing community in India. It uses a clear research focus which can provide valid recommendation the scientific community could reference from. This could add to existing knowledge.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article reflects the content of the paper. It is suitable enough to represent the paper.
	

	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 on track, however, since it gives a snapshot of what the paper contains, the author could have clearly shown some of the result e.g Results showed that …% fisherwomen were middle-aged, also the sample size could have been mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the paper has shown scientific rigor. The structure of writing a research has been demonstrated in the manuscript. However, a literature section would enrich the paper further when added.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are poorly stated and does not confirm to APA style commonly adopted in most scientific writings.
	

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


	Language is adequate and suitable for scholarly communication. No grammatical error detected. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The following observations suffice:

It was suggested that the first objective to be stated as “to describe the socio demographic profile of the fisherwomen in Gujarat’’ rather than using the word ‘assess’

Also the subject Obj 1 to further descriptive statistics to show the frequency, percentages and the mean

Obj 2 should be to analyze not examine; these are two different terminologies used in research. The paper showed a regression analysis was adopted here.

Under the result section, ‘the Caste’ should be backed by a similar finding to justify that result.

There should be a source directly under the result tables Eg Author’s Finding, 2025

There should be a recommendation section after the conclusion. This is necessary.

Lastly, the paper lacks proper formatting. Do the needful.
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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 ethical issues identified in the paper.
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