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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
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Yes. Through the use of licencing mechanisms provided by working 
agencies, this paper makes a contribution to the management of fisheries. 
Therefore, this management mechanism based on scientific calculation 
contributes to the community and society. 
 
The title is suitable 
 
The abstract of the article is comprehensive and good enough 
 
The structure of the manuscript, including its subsections, is appropriate 
 
Because they made use of quantitative methods and a data survey, the 
manuscript is sound from a scientific perspective. 
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