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Please check the appropriate box(es): 
 

 1. Accept paper for publication 

✓ 2. Reconsider only after the comments/recommendations are clarified and/or complied with.  

 3. Paper as presently written is unacceptable for publication. Needs extensive revision. 

 4. Paper is wholly unacceptable for publication. 

 
Confidential Remarks to the Editor 

 
Dear Chief Editor. Thank you for inviting me. I have earned your trust by focusing on providing a positive 
review of this manuscript. All suggestions are professional and there is no conflict of interest whatsoever 
with the authors. 

 
General Comments and Recommendations 

(proposed structure: one-paragraph summary; major comments; minor comments; conclusion and overall evaluation) 

 
Basically, this article highlights the capacity of aid distribution considering the suitability of the needs of 
fishermen in Sorsogon. In this way, the concepts and ideas created can become comprehensive future 
preferences, especially when a disaster occurs such as a pandemic outbreak. Unfortunately, based on the 
interim review, I see several weaknesses in this study that have the potential to trigger dual perceptions in 
future readers. There are nine points that must be corrected. Technically, some unimportant words and 
sentences should be removed or placed separately with more constructive descriptions. In order to improve 
the quality of manuscripts, authors can consider reviewers' directions and comments in detail. Therefore, the 
reviewer recommended “minor revisions”. Good luck. 
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Specific Comments and Recommendations 
(use additional pages if needed) 

 
All specific comments are attached to the manuscript file. 
Page Line Key Words 

2 22 Marginalized fishing communities  

3 44 Support programs 

3 49 Many forms of bridging assistance   

3 51-52 Preferred by recipients, remain perfunctory 

3 63-64 One-week period in May 2022 

4 71 344 participants   

4 77 Food (62.48%)  

5 111 Disaster or calamity 

6 119-120 Strong policies concerning the planning and implementation 
 
 

 

Guide to Reviewers of the Philippine Journal of Science 
 
The Philippine Journal of Science (PJS) seeks the assistance of competent reviewers 
to establish the scientific merit, significance, novelty and originality of the material 
that is contained in a submitted manuscript.  A referee is expected to state clearly 
and unequivocally whether the said material is suitable for publication in PJS. 
 
The PJS also recognizes that most original submissions require improvement at 
least for purposes of clarity and organization and it is in this context that reviews 
and criticisms are expected to be fair and constructive and should clearly state the 
merits and deficiencies of a given manuscript under review. The following key 
points should be addressed clearly: 
 
 
Technical 
 
1. Scientific merit: notably scientific rigor, accuracy, and repeatability or statistical 

validity. 
 
2. Clarity of expression and communication of ideas; including readability and 

discussion of concepts. 
 
3. Appropriate referencing and the context of the present work. 
 
4. Overall balance and structure of paper. 
 
 
Quality 
 
1. Can the manuscript stand on its own merits based on the ideas & new concepts 

described? 
 



 

FR-CRPD-PJS No. 001 

(Rev. 00 09/24/2021) 
PJS Review Form 

2. Originality:  Is the work relevant and novel?  Does it contain significant 
additional material that is worth publishing? 

 
3. Repetition: Have significant parts of the manuscript already been published?  

Serial publications are discouraged. 
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