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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. Problems related to raising literacy and ensuring gender equality are still relevant in many
countries of the world. Thus, research related to the detection of the mentioned problems
and the possibilities of their solution is interesting for the scientific community.

2. The title of the article corresponds to its content; however, in my opinion, the following
option would be better: "The Role of Informal Education in Fisher Women's Struggle for
Survival in the Fish Market."

3. The abstract of the article includes basic information.

4. The structure of the article corresponds to the standards.

5. Research methodology is correctly selected.

6. Reference is sufficient.

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

English language proficiency is suitable for scholarly communication.
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