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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.


	This is a study on the length-weight relationship, K and Kn factor of Megalops cyprinoides from three different salinity habitats. The fish stocks are dynamic for which reason they are investigated from time to time. The methods do not provide any information on study area, and thereby lacks credibility of the study. Such studies are based on the premise that stocks and related features vary from place to place. Knowledge of locations, area, regions, etc with latitude and longitude and elevation above msl. Incorporate stock related content in Introduction and wherever required.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It can be improved by reducing its size or rephrasing it.
	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is, but needs to be organised properly, by avoiding repetition. I have given suggestions on the body of MS that will enhance the quality of MS. Authors should discuss the study in light of stocks for fishery management. How is this stock different from other in respect of the landmark distances and compare them with other stocks of this very species.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, but needs to be scrutinised carefully as pointed in the reference list.
	

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


	Language is an issue. Author must improve.
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