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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 concept of small-scale, subsistence fishing is a topic of high interest to the scientific community. Therefore, this concept is not only analyzed from the point of view of fisheries management or fish stock estimation, but also from the point of view of the ecosystem and, thus, human well-being. However, for a knowledge-based analysis, it is necessary to present, process, and analyze validated data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.


	

	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 is clear and adequately summarizes the manuscript’s objectives to highlights P. sophore current knowledge on the biology, ecological role, socio-economic contributions, and traditional importance while emphasizing conservation and community based approaches to ensure its continued availability as a vital resource for food, livelihood security and income generation of the rural communities. However, as in the entire work, no concrete data is presented, nor is there any indication of how many paper works formed the background for the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript reads more like a narrative review than a systematic or critical review. While it provides an overview of key concepts, it does not include a detailed methodology regarding literature selection, nor does it offer a comparative analysis of findings from different studies. This approach limits its scientific depth and reduces the opportunity to identify research gaps or inconsistencies in current knowledge. The lack of a defined review protocol (e.g., inclusion/exclusion criteria, search databases, publication timeframe) makes it harder to evaluate the comprehensiveness and objectivity of the presented information.

Please refrain from using the same keywords that have been used in the title. Use different words to enhance the retrievability of your work.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but many are outdated and for a minireview paper work are very few. It is recommended to include more recent sources (from the last five years), especially from peer-reviewed ISI-indexed journals.
Some suggestion:

Risal, A., Shrestha, S., & Mahaseth, V. K. (2019). Food and feeding behaviours of Spotfin Swamp Barb Puntius sophore (Hamilton, 1822) of Singhiya River, Biratnagar. Our Nature, 17(1), 31-36.
Rahman, M. M., Hossain, M. Y., Jewel, M. A. S., Rahman, M. M., Jasmine, S., Abdallah, E. M., & Ohtomi, J. (2012). Population structure, length-weight and length-length relationships, and condition-and form-factors of the Pool barb Puntius sophore (Hamilton, 1822)(Cyprinidae) from the Chalan Beel, North-Central Bangladesh. Sains Malaysiana, 41(7), 795-802.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, and the core ideas are communicated clearly enough to be followed by readers with a background in environmental science. However, the English language used throughout the text requires minor to moderate polishing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a good overview of a relevant small-scale fisheries management issue. Improving the citation of recent literature and refining the English language would enhance the scientific impact of the paper. The inclusion of graphical summaries or conceptual diagrams could also increase reader interest..
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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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