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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.


	The comparison of the b value should be made within the same species, as the b value varies among different species.
The author should analyse and provide a critical insight based on the literature review.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and able to convey the message of the research clearly
	

	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.


	However, the abstract is incomplete. It does not mention the methodology, the location of the study, or the method used to  measure the fish. The authors should also include the method used to catch the fish and the total number of specimens examined.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A more comprehensive re-write is required. The methodology section, in particular, should be detailed, including:

The sampling process
The identification of the fish
Measurement of fish length and weight
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is outdated. Most of the references are between 2005 and 2019, with only a few up to 2021. Sixteen references are insufficient for this type of study. The author should include more recent and relevant literature, ideally from 2024 to 2019, to strengthen the scientific basis of the work.
	

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


	Yes- but it is wise to send to native English speaker for a better language .
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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