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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 study provides important evidence on how square and diamond mesh cod-ends differ in their ability to retain or release key commercial fish species.

The findings support more sustainable trawling practices by helping reduce juvenile by-catch and protect marine ecosystems.

The work offers practical guidance for policymakers and fishers seeking to adopt more efficient and environmentally responsible fishing gear.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable scientifically, but it can be improved for clarity, brevity, and impact. The suggested topics are:
1. Comparative Escapement and Retention in 35 mm Square and Diamond Mesh Cod-ends during Bottom Trawling off Kakinada

2. Retention and Escapement Efficiency of 35 mm Square vs. Diamond Mesh Cod-ends in Bottom Trawl Fisheries

3. Selectivity Performance of Square and Diamond Mesh Cod-ends in Bottom Trawl Operations off Kakinada

4. Assessment of Catch Retention and Escapement in Square and Diamond Mesh Cod-ends along the East Coast of India

5. Evaluating Selectivity of 35 mm Cod-end Mesh Types in Bottom Trawling: A Case Study from Kakinada


	

	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 informative but can be improved by adding a brief objective, mentioning the method used, and reducing excessive numerical details.
It should also include a stronger concluding statement and briefly highlight the broader significance for sustainable fisheries.
These adjustments will make the abstract clearer, more balanced, and more impactful.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct and aligns with established principles of gear selectivity. However, full confirmation would require reviewing the complete methodology and dataset.
Strengthening the conclusion and clarifying certain parts of the abstract would further improve scientific clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant and supportive of the study, but several of them appear older, and the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies (within the last 5–10 years).

Adding recent publications on trawl selectivity, square mesh performance, and by-catch reduction would strengthen the scientific foundation. Suggested areas for additional references include:

a. Recent advances in square vs. diamond mesh selectivity

b. Updated gear regulations and selectivity standards

c. New studies on by-catch reduction technologies in trawl fisheries


	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable but need improvement for scholarly communication.
Several sentences are long, some grammar and punctuation errors are present, and scientific phrasing can be more precise.
Revising for clarity, conciseness, and proper academic style will make the manuscript more suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic in fisheries selectivity and provides valuable data on square and diamond mesh cod-ends.
The study is relevant, scientifically sound, and contributes to sustainable fishing practices.
Minor improvements in abstract clarity, language quality, and inclusion of recent references would enhance its readability and impact.

Finally, it has good potential for publication after minor revisions.

All the “et al” used in the text should be in italic (“et al”); (&” used in both the references and the text should be written in full “and”

Clean-up and restructure your references and in-text citations list.
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