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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.


	It is undeniable that the topic addressed in the manuscript under review is of significant importance, particularly when considering that the research is focused on a bioeconomic analysis of fisheries.

The analysis takes into account the sustainability of fisheries in the West Bengal region, an area of great socioeconomic importance for the country, as it represents a significant source of employment and income and contributes to the food security of its population.

I consider the authors’ effort to use the Fox model to be valid. The Fox surplus production model can be considered of great scientific value and a classical bioeconomic and fisheries stock assessment model used to describe the relationship between fishing effort and yield.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.


	No. The results and discussion should be better presented by the authors in order to make the abstract more comprehensive and accessible to readers interested in the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I consider that the manuscript only partially meets the scientific standards required for the publication of a scientific article. The Materials and Methods section is particularly confusing and should be presented more clearly, both in terms of structure and content. As currently written, it raises many doubts about how the Fox model was actually applied.
	

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

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


	No. The text contains an excessive number of grammatical errors, such as incorrect word splitting, improper spacing between words, confusing acronyms, and, in many cases, sentences that are written out of context. A rigorous revision of the English language is required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the topic of the article is of great scientific relevance and its results are, to some extent, quite interesting, I recommend that a thorough revision of the manuscript be carried out, both in terms of grammar and in its overall presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No.
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