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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 article discusses the scalloped hammerhead shark, a large, critically endangered migratory species with a rare and sporadic occurrence in the Mediterranean. It documents its presence and bycatch in the coastal waters of the Gaza Strip, based on field studies, observations at the fish market, and collaboration with local fishermen and the General Directorate of Fisheries of the Ministry of Agriculture. It also explains its transient use of the waters of the Gaza Strip.

I find it a very interesting article with a good methodology and analysis of results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is entirely appropriate.
No title modifications are required.
	

	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.

	Yes, The abstract it is comprehensive. 
No abstract modifications are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, It is. It is desirable to explain the number of field visits for observation within the methodology. The methodology should specify the number of fishermen interviewed. It should also explain whether interviews or surveys were used as the data collection method. Furthermore, the methodology should explain the number of sources consulted and how that information was identified and selected.
It is advisable to specify in the methodology the number of field visits or observations, whether it was an interview or survey applied to the fishermen and the period of the study, you can also specify the methodology used for the selection of information presented in results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, although they can be expanded.
No modifications are necessary.
	

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

	The article is completely understandable in its English version.
No modifications are necessary.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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