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	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 manuscript provides important biological information on Sardinella maderensis, a key small pelagic species that supports coastal fisheries in the Eastern Mediterranean. By examining length–weight relationships, population size structure, and seasonal variations in condition factor, the study offers valuable baseline data for understanding the growth patterns and physiological dynamics of the species. The findings highlight the strong link between fish condition and reproductive cycles, identifying critical seasonal periods that are important for conservation and sustainable harvesting. Overall, this research contributes to fisheries science by supporting evidence-based management strategies and improving stock assessment for a commercially significant marine resource.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Title:
Biological Characteristics and Seasonal Condition of the African Sardine Sardinella maderensis in the Eastern Mediterranean


	

	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 is generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. It effectively highlights the importance of Sardinella maderensis, the sample size analyzed, and the major results related to the length–weight relationship and seasonal variation in condition factor.

However, a few improvements can strengthen this section. First, the abstract contains repetition of the results paragraph, which should be removed to improve clarity and conciseness. Second, the study location and sampling period (Eastern Mediterranean coast, Latakia region, Syria, January–December 2023) could be stated more explicitly in one sentence to provide clearer context. Finally, the abstract could briefly mention the management implications of the findings, such as their relevance to stock assessment or seasonal fisheries regulation, to better emphasize the significance of the research.

Overall, with the removal of repeated sentences and minor clarification of the study context, the abstract will be clearer, more concise, and better aligned with scientific journal standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	es, the manuscript is generally scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The study applies standard fisheries biology approaches, including length–weight relationship analysis, length–frequency distribution, sex ratio examination, and calculation of the Fulton condition factor. The statistical methods used such as logarithmic regression for the length–weight relationship, t-tests for testing the allometric coefficient, and ANOVA for assessing seasonal variation in the condition factor are appropriate and widely accepted in fisheries research. The results are clearly presented and interpreted in relation to previous studies, which supports the scientific validity of the findings.

However, a few minor points could be clarified to further strengthen the manuscript. Some methodological details, such as the sampling design and data consistency (e.g., confirming the exact value of the female growth coefficient b), should be carefully checked to avoid discrepancies. In addition, minor typographical and formatting issues in tables and figures should be corrected to improve clarity and readability. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct and provides reliable biological information relevant to fisheries science and resource management.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a valuable contribution to fisheries biology by examining the biometric relationships, population structure, and seasonal physiological condition of Sardinella maderensis in the Eastern Mediterranean. The study addresses an economically important species and provides useful baseline biological information that can support stock assessment and sustainable fisheries management. The objectives are clearly stated, and the methodology follows standard procedures commonly used in fish population studies.

The results are generally well presented and supported by appropriate statistical analyses. The discussion effectively compares the findings with previous studies from the Mediterranean and other regions, which strengthens the scientific context of the work. The identification of seasonal fluctuations in the condition factor and their relationship to the reproductive cycle is particularly valuable for understanding the biological dynamics of the species and for informing fisheries management strategies.

However, several minor improvements could enhance the quality of the manuscript. Some sections contain repetitive statements, particularly in the abstract, which should be removed to improve conciseness. Minor grammatical and typographical errors are present throughout the text and should be carefully edited for clarity and consistency. In addition, the formatting of tables, figures, and figure captions should be standardized, and some methodological details (such as sampling description and parameter consistency) could be clarified.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and provides important information on the biology of S. maderensis. With minor revisions related to language, formatting, and clarity, the paper will be suitable for publication and will contribute meaningfully to the scientific literature on fisheries biology and marine resource management.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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