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	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.


	Studies of this nature contribute to understanding temporal variability in small pelagic fisheries, which is essential for sustainable fisheries management and operational planning. The findings may provide useful baseline information for identifying productive fishing seasons and optimizing fishing effort in the Jepara region of Indonesia. However, further methodological clarification, improved contextual discussion, and language refinement are necessary to enhance the scientific value of the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the objectives of the study. However, it could be slightly refined to better emphasize the analytical approach and temporal dataset. Suggested alternative title:
“Seasonal Productivity and Catch per Unit Effort Analysis of Short Mackerel (Rastrelliger spp.) Purse Seine Fisheries in Jepara Waters, Indonesia: Implications for Fisheries Logistics Planning”

Although the title emphasizes fisheries logistics, the manuscript provides limited analysis of supply chain dynamics, market structures, or distribution networks. The discussion should better explain how seasonal CPUE patterns translate into logistics planning or fish supply management. Kindly consider this too, especially while concluding.
	

	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 was indeed comprehensive,but still contains some minor grammatical and typographical errors. The methodological explanation of SMA and FSI is unnecessarily technical for an abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript generally applies established fisheries indicators such as CPUE and FSI to analyze productivity trends. The use of secondary landing data and time-series analysis is appropriate for examining seasonal patterns in purse seine fisheries. However, several small scientific issues require attention. Firstly, the figures require improvement in formatting and clarity. Axes labels, units, and figure captions should be more descriptive to ensure that readers can interpret the results without referring extensively to the main text. The dataset covers 2020-2024, which includes the global COVID-19 pandemic period. The pandemic significantly affected fisheries worldwide through reduced fishing trips, labor shortages, market disruptions and other logistic constraints. Although the manuscript mentions labor limitations and operational costs, it does not explicitly analyze whether the observed decline in fishing effort during 2022-2024 is related to pandemic-induced disruptions during earlier years. This is an important temporal driver that should be discussed in the Results or Discussion section. Also, the seasonal patterns in small pelagic fisheries are typically influenced by monsoon cycles, oceanographic conditions, primary productivity, upwelling dynamics. These environmental factors are not adequately discussed and interpreted well. The manuscript would benefit from discussing environmental drivers that may explain the seasonal peaks observed between March and July. The manuscript lacks discussion of biological characteristics of short mackerel, such as spawning seasons, migration patterns, and growth dynamics, which may explain seasonal catch fluctuations. Also, the manuscript correctly states that CPUE does not necessarily represent stock abundance. However, this discussion could be expanded with references on CPUE standardization and effort bias. The study relies heavily on CPUE as an indicator of stock status, yet CPUE can be biased due to changes in fishing behavior, technology, or targeting strategies. The authors should clarify whether CPUE standardization was performed and discuss the limitations of using raw CPUE as a proxy for fish abundance. The study primarily uses descriptive analysis, SMA smoothing, and a seasonal index. Additional statistical analyses (e.g., time-series decomposition, regression models, or trend analysis) could provide stronger support for the conclusions. At last, the manuscript relies on secondary landing data, yet there is limited information on data verification, sampling consistency, or potential reporting bias. Additional details on data quality control procedures would strengthen the reliability of the results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the manuscript cites several recent studies and appears reasonably up-to-date.However, many references are regional Indonesian studies, which limits broader scientific context to interpret for the overall perview of the indices and logistic patterns in market in regards to various other countries. Incorporating broader international literature on small pelagic fisheries dynamics and CPUE analysis would improve the global relevance of the study.

	

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


	The English quality of the manuscript is poor and requires major editing. Numerous spelling, grammatical, and formatting errors are present throughout the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The dataset is described as 2020-2024, but in some places it states January 2020 to February 2024, which is inconsistent. The discussion should better integrate socioeconomic drivers and environmental drivers of seasonal fishing patterns. The conclusion largely repeats results and should provide clear management implications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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