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PART1:ReviewComments

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

Reviewer’'scomment

Author’'s Feedback (Pleasecorrectthe manuscriptand highlight
that
partinthemanuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedb
ack

here)

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingtheimportance
of thismanuscript for thescientific community.
Why doyou like (or dislike) this manuscript?A
minimum of 3-
4sentencesmayberequiredforthispart.

This manuscript provides a comprehensive review of the multifaceted issues surrounding
povertyamong fishing communities. It effectively highlights the socio-economic, environmental,
andpolicy-related factors that contribute to the persistent poverty faced by fishermen,
especially inIndonesia. The use of qualitative methods, including literature analysis and in-
depth interviews,providesarichandnuancedunderstandingoftheissue.Themanuscript iswell-
structured,with

clear sections that guide the reader through the background, methodology, findings,
andconclusions.

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

Thetitleissuitableasitclearlyreflectsthecontentandfocusofthemanuscript.ltencapsulatesthecritical
reviewaspectandthespecificcommunityunderstudy.

Istheabstract of thearticle comprehensive?
Doyousuggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoi
ntsinthissection?
Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere.

Theabstractis comprehensive andsuccinctlysummarizes thestudy'saims,
methods,findings,andimplications. However,itwouldbenefit from a briefmentionof
thespecificqualitative methodsused(e.g.,"in-
depthinterviewsandliteratureanalysis")toprovideclarity.

Aresubsectionsand structureof
themanuscriptappropriate?

Themanuscript is well-organized,withappropriatesubsectionsthat cover
theintroduction,researchmethods,problemanalysis,
solutions,conclusion,andfuturedirections.Each sectionisclearly
demarcated,makingiteasytofollowtheflowoftheargument.

Please writeafew sentencesregarding
thescientificcorrectnessofthismanuscript.Whydo
youthinkthatthismanuscriptisscientifically
robustandtechnicallysound? Aminimumof3-
4sentencesmayberequired

forthispart.

The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.It provides a detailed analysis of
thefactorscontributingtopoverty among fishing communitiesand offers well-reasoned
solutionsbased on
empiricaldataandliterature.Theuseofcasestudiesaddsdepthtothefindingsandsupportstheconclu
sionsdrawn.

Createdby:DR

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave
suggestionsof
additionalreferences,pleasementiontheminther
eviewform.

Checkedby:PM

Thereferences are sufficient andrecent,covering a range ofrelevant literature
thatsupportsthestudy'sfindings.Theinclusionof additionalreferences onsimilar studiesin
otherregions could furtherstrengthenthemanuscript.
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MinorREVISIONcomments

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitablef
orscholarlycommunications?

Thelanguage isgenerally suitablefor scholarlycommunication,thoughthereareoccasional
grammaticalerrors andawkwardphrasingsthatneedcorrection. Forexample,
thesentence"Thiscondition reflects theimbalance betweenthegreat potentialof
naturalresources andthewelfare of coastal
communitieswhoshouldbeattheforefrontofutilizingthewealthofthesea"couldberephrasedforclar

ity.

Optional/Generalcomments

Abstract:Includespecificqualitativemethodsused:"Thisresearchusesqualitativemethods,includin
gliteratureanalysisandin-depthinterviewswithfishermenandrelatedstakeholders."

Introduction:Clarifyand rephraseawkwardsentences:"Thisconditionreflects theimbalance
betweenthegreat potentialof naturalresources andthewelfare of coastal
communitieswhoshouldbeat theforefrontofutilizingthewealthofthesea."

ResearchMethods:Providemoredetailonthesamplingcriteriaanddatacollectionprocesstoenhancet
ransparencyandreproducibility.

ResultsandDiscussion:Includeadditionalcase studiesor examples from otherregions toprovide
acomparativeperspective.

Conclusion:Summarizethekeyfindings moreexplicitly andsuggestspecific
policyrecommendationsbasedonthestudy'sresults.

LanguageandGrammar:Conductathoroughproofreading tocorrect grammatical
errorsandimprovesentencestructure.

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment Author’'s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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