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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	Fish resources are considered a renewable natural resource capable of replenishment through natural reproduction. The fishing sector, which is of critical importance to the national economy, is linked to this resource, particularly the size of fish stocks, their exploitation level, and their productive capacity. These stocks are naturally affected by a range of factors, including natural factors (water characteristics, temperature, salinity, etc.) and those resulting from human activity, which can be summarized in what is known as "fishing effort," the ultimate result of all human practices that impact stock exploitation (number of fishing boats, fishing gear, fishing periods, etc.). Fishing effort is considered the factor most influential on fish stocks, as the unregulated growth of fishing effort, disproportionate to the stock's capacity and productive potential, leads to their deterioration and makes it impossible for them to return to their natural state. This impacts their development and limits the benefits of fish resources. Fish stock assessment is essential for protecting and exploiting fish resources to ensure their replenishment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	I suggest changing the title to

"Assessment of Three Fish Species Stock for Conservation and Management Policy in River Imo, Nigeria"
	

	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.
	Over all the abstract is good.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is well presented and organized.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the article references contain a high percentage of old articles. Please add more recent articles.
	

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