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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

There is some sentences in the introduction, that need 
citations (Mark in the PDF file).  
 
It is not clear why the authors use three names for 
Chemballikoodu, Chempallykoodu, Chemballikudu. 
This makes the reading complicated, and need to be 
revised. There are two descriptions of materials and 
dimension, if this mean that are different types of traps, 
make it more clear. 
 
The picture and the description of the ChemeenKori, is 
confuse, why three person is need to fish with these 
method. 
 
In some cases, economic information of cost and how 
much the fish cost are given, this information is very 
useful in this types of works, i suggest that this must be 
carried out. Because can be use in the conclusion 
section. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

I think the first time that Panchayaths is used in the 
work, the authors must explain what is a Panchayaths. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The bibliography is not correct, must follow the 
numbers by appearance not the alphabet.  
And the numbers of the bibliography must by in the 
other side of the point. 
 
There are some words that are all together in the pdf 
version of the manuscrip. 
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Ethical issues: 
The only ethical issue, that I found is that the pictures 
use in the work include people, in many countries this 
types of pictures need the write acceptance to be in it, 
of the person in the picture.  
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