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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.


	The manuscript has required  foremost changes. Writing should be improved in respect of Scientific name, spelling, references, citations etc.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not suitable…
Need to be corrected
	

	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.


	Not comprehensive 
No evidence of Aulopiformes 
dominant data in manuscript

No relevant study or data on anthropogenic pressure,


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The concept and content of the manuscript is not proper. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References cited are not in uniform manner should follow author’s guideline 


	

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


	The English needs improvement, it is understandable, but I believe it can be better. Need to improved logical flow between sentences and paragraphs


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Follow the Journal format in manuscript eg. either et al or et al

2. Craft and gear used are not mentioned; Mesh size of the net not mentioned

3. Plate or fig? should be captioned and mentioned 
4. In materials and method mentioned about “Questionnaire and interview were done with the people of the khutis connected with fish drying”  its result are not mentioned in manuscript
5. Drying methods not mentioned 
6. The present study was carried out for 3 consecutive years (2022 to 2024) but no relevant data found and only check list of species without three years status
7. Consistency in scientific formatting (italicized species names etc) should be maintained 
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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