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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 fills a major knowledge gap in regional and riverine fisheries research by offering crucial baseline data on the socioeconomic circumstances of a historically underrepresented and marginalized fishing community along the Hooghly River. The study provides information that is crucial for creating focused interventions and evidence-based policy frameworks by methodically recording livelihood patterns, income structures, education, health access, and vulnerability variables. The results also add to more general conversations about social justice, rural development, and sustainable fisheries management in communities that depend on rivers. In general, the work enhances the scientific basis for multidisciplinary studies that connect the social sciences, economics, and ecology within the framework of inland fisheries systems.
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	It requires some modifications.
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	The abstract, methodology and discussion should be modified. The image that showed questionnaire structure is misplaced, it should be put at the end of the manuscript as appendix.
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