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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 study provides crucial biological baseline data on Scoliodon laticaudus, a Near-Threatened species, which is essential for developing conservation and protection strategies for species vulnerable to overexploitation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In my opinion, it is in accordance with the scope of the journal.
	

	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.


	This abstract is already strong, but it would be more impactful if it highlighted key prey species and time-based (specific month) policy recommendations. This will increase your manuscript's citation rate by other researchers studying fisheries management in the Indian Ocean region.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this manuscript is scientifically sound. The arguments are supported by real field data, appropriate statistical processing, and comparisons with relevant literature. This work is supported by classical and modern literature in the field of ichthyology, ranging from the Bapat & Bal (1952) method to the latest conservation status of the IUCN red list (2021). The manuscript includes national fish landing data from the 2024 CMFRI and 2023 Department of Fisheries reports, indicating that the data used are very up-to-date. This study uses internationally recognized quantitative parameters in fisheries ecology studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on my analysis, the references provided in this manuscript are overall very adequate and progressive, covering a balanced mix of classic literature for methodology and the latest statistical data for industrial context. This manuscript cites primary sources that are standard in the field of fisheries biology While excellent, there are two minor areas for improvement:

Writing Consistency: Some references are formatted slightly differently (e.g., Scoliodon laticaudus is sometimes written without spaces as Scoliodon laticaudus in some references).

Global Studies: To broaden the scientific impact, perhaps you could add one or two references on the trophic dynamics of small carcharhinid sharks from other tropical regions (e.g., Southeast Asia or South America) for global comparison.
	

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


	The overall quality of the English in the manuscript is highly suitable for scholarly communications. The writing is formal, clear, and uses appropriate technical terminology relevant to marine biology and fisheries science. Here is an evaluation of the language quality:Academic Tone and Vocabulary: The manuscript employs a sophisticated academic vocabulary, using terms like "trophic role," "placental viviparity," "K-selected life-history traits," and "metabolic activity" correctly within their scientific contexts.Structure and Cohesion: The progression of ideas is logical, moving from broad national statistics (e.g., India's total fish production) to specific local data regarding the Veraval coast. Precision in Methodology: The methods section is written with enough technical clarity to allow for replication, describing indices like the Gastro-Somatic Index (GaSI) and Index of Relative Importance (IRI) with formal mathematical rigor. Formatting and Consistency Issues: While the quality is high, there are minor typographical errors where words are joined without spaces, specifically with the scientific name "Scoliodonlaticaudus" appearing frequently in the text instead of "Scoliodon laticaudus".
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript is a valuable contribution to the marine biology literature in the Indian Ocean region. Here are some general comments and suggestions to improve the article before publication:

Data Visualization

Graph Quality: The bar graphs in Figures 1 and 4 provide excellent visualizations of seasonal trends. However, ensure that images submitted to the journal have a high DPI resolution to ensure labels remain legible.

Pie Chart: Figure 5 effectively summarizes the predominance of semi-digested material (49%) over identified prey. This provides strong visual emphasis on the methodological challenges mentioned in the text.

Emphasis on Unique Findings

Cruciformes: It is interesting that in the Gujarat region, crustaceans (IRI: 21%) are more dominant than bony fishes (IRI: 16%). The authors could strengthen the discussion section by explaining why the presence of crustaceans on the Gujarat coast makes this region an ideal feeding ground for S. laticaudus.

Reproduction Linkage: The explanation of the inverse relationship between GaSI and GSI (Gonadosomatic Index) is the strongest point of this manuscript. The authors could add suggestions regarding the need for further research focusing on gonad histology analysis to validate the spawning period indicated by the GaSI data.

Technical Issues and Formatting
Scientific Name Typography: As mentioned previously, there are several typographical errors where scientific names are missing spaces, such as "Scoliodon laticaudus." Ensure all species names are italicized with proper spacing according to biological nomenclature.

Terminology: The use of the term "K-selected" is very appropriate to describe the vulnerability of this shark to fishing pressure. This strengthens the argument why this data is important for sustainable fisheries management.

Contribution to Conservation

Given its Near Threatened status, this manuscript successfully positions itself not simply as a basic biological study but as a potential policy document for elasmobranch conservation in India.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 details)
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