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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 is of great importance to the scientific community as it provides an in-depth analysis of the socio-economic profile of vannamei shrimp farming in SMEs on the northern coast of West Java, Indonesia. The data presented offer essential insights into local aquaculture practices and their socio-economic impact. This work contributes to research on sustainability and methods for improving farming practices. Furthermore, the results can serve as a guide for policymakers seeking to optimize operations in the aquaculture sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the manuscript is well formulated.
	

	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 too long; please get to the point in the presentation of the results and the conclusion in this abstract. It lacks a rigorous description of the results, making it difficult to assess the study's contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.


	The manuscript presents interesting and well-developed points but requires some adjustments to ensure its scientific rigor. The methodology needs clarification, and the results lack sufficiently rigorous details to support the conclusions. A thorough revision is recommended to improve the validity and clarity of the text.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relatively recent.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The quality of the language in the article is suitable for academic communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction is excessively brief and does not sufficiently justify the study. In the first and third paragraphs, some information has been provided without specifying the sources. It does not clearly identify the research problem nor highlight a relevant research gap (scientific gap). It is necessary to justify the choice of sampling in the methodology. Please specify the areas where data collection was conducted, as well as the sample size by area. Additionally, avoid using hyphens between words in the text. Present the limitations of your study in the conclusion.
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