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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript provides important scientific insight into the seasonal dynamics and productivity of short mackerel fisheries in Jepara waters, Indonesia. By integrating catch data, fishing effort, and the Fishing Season Index (FSI), the study contributes to a better understanding of how seasonal variability influences fisheries productivity and operational strategies. The findings offer valuable information for fisheries scientists, managers, and policymakers to improve fisheries logistics planning and ensure more efficient and sustainable utilization of pelagic fish resources. Moreover, the study highlights the role of socio-economic and operational factors in shaping CPUE dynamics, thereby contributing to broader discussions on sustainable fisheries management in tropical coastal systems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	However, it is a little long. Journals often prefer shorter and more focused titles.

Suggested improved titles:

Assessing Seasonal Productivity of Purse Seine Fisheries for Short Mackerel in Jepara Waters, Indonesia


	

	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 generally clear and covers the main components of the study, including the background, objectives, methodology, key results, and implications. It effectively explains the use of CPUE and the Fishing Season Index (FSI) to analyze the seasonal productivity of short mackerel fisheries in Jepara waters. However, the abstract could be slightly improved by briefly mentioning the study period (2020–2024) earlier and by clarifying the main methodological approach in a more concise way. In addition, the results section of the abstract could highlight the key finding more directly, particularly the identification of March–July as the productive fishing season and July as the peak month. Minor editing to shorten some sentences and reduce methodological detail may also improve readability and focus on the most important findings and implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the provided content, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The study uses well-established fisheries science methods, including Catch per Unit Effort (CPUE) and the Fishing Season Index (FSI), supported by a three-month Simple Moving Average (SMA) for smoothing seasonal data. The methodology, data analysis, and interpretation are consistent with standard practices in small-scale fisheries research. The discussion appropriately links CPUE and seasonal patterns to both biological and socio-economic factors, which reflects a comprehensive understanding of fisheries dynamics.

A few minor points could be clarified or strengthened:

1. Ensure all species names, such as Rastrelliger spp., are italicized consistently.

2. Check that all references cited in the text are correctly formatted and included in the reference list.

3. Some numeric results could be summarized more concisely in the main text to improve readability.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and suitable for publication with minor editorial polishing.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and mostly recent, covering key methodologies and regional studies on small-scale fisheries in Indonesia (2020–2025). They adequately support the analysis of CPUE, fishing effort, and seasonal patterns. To further strengthen the manuscript, it would be useful to include a few additional recent studies on small pelagic fisheries, CPUE modeling, and fisheries logistics in tropical coastal systems, as well as references addressing ecological or climate-related influences on fish distribution. Overall, the reference list is appropriate and supports the scientific content of the study.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript clearly conveys the objectives, methods, results, and implications. However, some sentences are long and complex, and there are minor grammatical errors and typographical issues (e.g., “possesse” → “possesses”, “know” → “known”, “form” → “from”).

Suggestions for improvement:

1. Simplify long sentences to improve readability.

2. Check consistency in terminology and spelling (e.g., “short mackerel,” “CPUE,” “FSI”).

3. Ensure proper use of articles (“the,” “a”) and prepositions.

4. Standardize scientific names by italicizing them (e.g., Rastrelliger spp.).

After minor language editing and proofreading, the manuscript will be suitable for publication in a scholarly journal.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Comments: 
The manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically appropriate, and provides valuable insights into seasonal productivity and fisheries logistics of short mackerel in Jepara waters. The language is generally clear but requires minor editing for grammar, sentence structure, and consistency in terminology. References are sufficient but could be slightly strengthened with a few recent global or regional studies. After addressing these minor revisions, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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