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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Insert a map with the study area. 
 
Avoid words like "clear", line 161. 
 
Titles of figures and tables are very incomplete. 
 
There is a lack of basic information, such as: depth of activity, how long fishermen are 
involved in the activity, characterization of the fishing net, which species of fish are caught, 
how many days a week they perform the activity, how the coracle is obtained, ...  
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Estuaries are generally areas with tidal variability. This usually affects fishing activity. This 
information should come at work. 
 
Do not repeat in the text the information of the figures / tables. 
 
Line 39-41: Patronize nomenclature. 
 
To talk about sustainable fisheries, there must be more information about catches and 
fishing methods. You need more details about them. 
 
Rewrite the conclusion. There is a lot of information that is not the conclusion of the study. 
 
These results need to be discussed with other studies elsewhere. 
 
Arrange the references. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
The study is relevant as a first of its kind done in the area and in the technique. However, 
there are several aspects that can improve. 
 
 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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