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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript offers significant insights into the diversity and application of fishmeal resources along the Bakkhali–Fraserganj coast of West Bengal, an area that has received limited scientific focus despite its ecological and socio-economic significance. By documenting species composition, traditional drying techniques, and related livelihood practices, the study addresses a significant gap in comprehending coastal resource utilisation within the region. The findings enhance the broader discourse on sustainable fisheries management, biodiversity preservation, and the effects of human-induced pressures on marine ecosystems. Furthermore, the study's focus on conservation strategies establishes a basis for policy development and future investigations into the sustainability of coastal resources.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, Fish Meal Fishery Resources and Their Conservation at Bakkhali Fraserganj Coast, West Bengal, is informative but could be more concise and better represent the broader scope of the study, encompassing species diversity, traditional practices, and socio-economic factors. A recommended alternative title is:

Diversity, Utilisation, and Conservation of Fishmeal Resources along the Bakkhali–Fraserganj Coast, West Bengal


	

	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 needs to be strengthened by incorporating specific details about the study design and scope. Please include the timeline of the study (e.g., “conducted between 2022 and 2024”), number of people surveyed/interviewed, and a brief description of the methodology, such as the field sampling process and questionnaire-based surveys at the khutis. These key details will make the abstract more informative and scientifically complete.

Additionally, it is recommended to cross-check all marine species’ scientific names listed in the manuscript against WoRMS (World Register of Marine Species) to ensure taxonomic accuracy. Providing local (vernacular) names for the fish and shellfish species in the text or in a table will also enhance accessibility and regional relevance. Finally, please consider adding supplementary material with details of the survey questionnaire and demographic data (e.g., age, sex ratio of respondents) to better support your conclusions regarding community involvement and socio-economic dependence.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust regarding its primary objectives and research framework, with a clearly articulated focus on fishmeal resources, species composition, and related conservation issues along the Bakkhali–Fraserganj coast. The identification of species utilised in fishmeal production is supported by authoritative taxonomic references. Nevertheless, certain aspects require enhancement to ensure scientific rigour:

The study duration is indicated as 2022 to 2024; however, it appears to encompass only two complete years, and this should be clarified or amended to prevent any misinterpretation.

The methodology section omits specific details concerning the sample size, the number of khutis surveyed, and the accumulation of socio-economic data (e.g., total individuals interviewed, age distribution, gender ratio).

Taxonomic designations of marine species must be confirmed through WoRMS to guarantee scientific precision and validity.

Including a comprehensive statistical presentation, where appropriate (e.g., seasonal variation, abundance patterns), would enhance the analysis.

With these modifications, the manuscript will become more scientific


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Multiple references cited within the text, including Doe & Olley (2020) and Thapa et al. (2025), are either inadequately integrated into the reference list or may lack verifiable sources. I advise verifying all in-text citations against the reference list to confirm their completeness and accuracy. Furthermore, please verify that all references included are properly cited within the manuscript. Uniformity in formatting (author names, publication year, journal titles) should also be preserved to ensure clarity and academic precision.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally comprehensible; however, the quality of the English language necessitates enhancement to align with academic standards. There are multiple grammatical errors, typographical errors  (e.g., "ptotection" instead of "protection," "breading" instead of "breeding"), and inconsistencies in sentence structure that impair clarity and coherence. A comprehensive proofreading and language review is advised to address orthography, punctuation, and grammatical errors. Furthermore, streamlining lengthy or intricate sentences and refining paragraph transitions would improve readability and enhance coherence for an academic audience.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript currently uses a mix of “&” and “and” for two-author in-text citations. Please ensure consistency throughout the manuscript by standardizing these citations. For example, if using “and” (e.g., Das and Mitra 2019), use the same format for all two-author references in both in-text citations and the reference list.
2. It is advisable to incorporate the local (vernacular) names of the fish species referenced in the manuscript, particularly those frequently utilised in the dehydrating and fishmeal processes. Including local names will enhance accessibility for regional stakeholders, strengthen socio-cultural context, and increase the relevance of the study for policymakers and community-based resource users. Kindly consider incorporating the local names in Table 1 (for example, as an additional column) or referencing them in the text upon the initial mention of each species.

3. To enhance the socio-economic relevance of the study, please consider including selling prices of fish meal products (e.g., per kilogram or by species) and details on export or market dynamics, if available. This will add depth to the discussion regarding livelihood dependency, economic sustainability, and the commercial significance of fishmeal production in the Bakkhali–Fraserganj region. Even approximate or interview-based figures would be valuable to support the conservation and management implications discussed in the manuscript.
4. If the study started anytime in 2022 and ended anytime in 2024, it technically spans 3 calendar years, but only 2 full years of data collection.
5. The manuscript mentions the use of questionnaires and interviews conducted at the khutis and among fishermen. To improve transparency and reproducibility, please consider adding a supplementary file that includes the questionnaire format or survey sheet used during the study. Additionally, incorporating demographic data, such as age distribution and sex ratio of respondents or workers involved in fish drying and processing, would enrich the socio-economic dimension of the study. This information is valuable in highlighting workforce structure, potential vulnerabilities, and labor dynamics in the coastal fisheries sector.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NA
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