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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 examines how the COVID-19 pandemic affected the fisheries sector along the southern coast of Bangladesh. It delves into the economic challenges faced by fishing communities and other stakeholders, shedding light on their struggles during this period. Additionally, it explores the various strategies these communities employed to cope with the crisis, offering useful insights for future policy and intervention efforts. The study also discusses disruptions in fish supply chains and shifts in consumer behaviour, providing a broader perspective on the pandemic's socioeconomic impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title for this article is appropriate for the topic under discussion.
	

	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 effectively presents the study’s purpose, methodology, key findings, and recommendations, making it comprehensive and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I found the manuscript to be presenting a scientifically sound study on the impact of COVID-19 on the fisheries sector in coastal Bangladesh, with well-defined objectives, a diverse methodological approach, and a logical presentation of results. It provides a detailed description of the study area and participants and is well-referenced. However, the presentation requires improvement, particularly in language and grammar, conciseness, and the clarity of the discussion. I have attempted to address and edit out issues to do with typos, enhance the grammatical flow of the paper and reduce on the impact of direct translations. The abstract could be more impactful, and the discussion section should be more focused and analytical. Enhancing these aspects would significantly improve the manuscript’s readability and suitability for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I noted several crucial areas for improvement, particularly in clarity, conciseness, formality, and inclusiveness. While the research itself is strong, language issues reduce its impact, making revisions necessary for effective scholarly communication. Your refinements significantly enhance readability and professionalism, but a final proofread by an experienced academic editor is recommended to ensure consistency, proper flow, and adherence to formal writing standards. These steps will help align the manuscript with the expectations of high-level academic publishing.
	

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


	As I have pointed out, the original manuscript has significant language issues that make it unsuitable for scholarly communication. These include problems with clarity, conciseness, formality, and inclusiveness. After applying my refinements, which you can review under tracked changes, I believe the manuscript is substantially improved but still likely in need of professional editing. Given the high standards of scholarly communication, it is highly probable that some lingering errors and areas for improvement remain. To ensure the highest level of linguistic accuracy and polish, I strongly recommend a final review by a professional academic editor.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is generally well-organized, but some sections could benefit from smoother transitions to improve readability and logical flow. Consider refining connections between paragraphs to enhance coherence and have adequate and consistent spacing between lines of text and paragraphs. And while I have made substantial refinements, I strongly suggest a professional language edit to ensure the highest level of clarity, formality, and grammatical accuracy. Scholarly communication demands precision, and even minor language issues can affect readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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