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I recommend the paper be

 accepted as it stands 

·  accepted with minor change 

 accepted only after major revision 

 rejected 

Please answer yes or no to the following questions 
Do you find the paper interesting and informative?

Yes

Is the paper too long?

No
Does the paper adequately refer to other work of a similar nature?

Yes
Is the interpretation justified?

Yes
Do the title and abstract aptly and completely cover the contents?

Yes
Should the language and style be improved?

Minor changes needed.
Are the illustrations and tables:      

Sufficient and clear?  Yes
All necessary?        Yes
Well-enough captioned? Yes
PLEASE USE ALL NECESSARY SPACE TO WRITE YOUR REPORT.

This paper describes a comparison study between a hybrid design and a systematic design using a bottom trawl survey data. The paper is well written and provides useful information for revising sampling designs. Some minor revision is recommended.
1. Page 4, line 99-102, the authors may include a more detailed description of the two designs and why they are chosen for this comparison study instead of other designs.  

2. Page 5, have the authors considered the possibility of non-stationarity in S(x)? 

3. Page 5-6, the discussion of estimating the Box-Cox parameter may be moved to Section 2.2, as in 2.3 only \lambda=0.5 is discussed. 

4. Page 6, line 154, the symbol \epsilon has already been used no page 4 for the geostatistical model.  The authors may use a different symbol here for the coverage probability. On line 161-162, \xi as is defined should be \epsilon, while \epsilon should be \xi.
5. Page 7, line 178-179, do you mean “hybrid design had lower sill and range”?

6. Page 8, although the results presented in the paper are useful and informative, a better comparison could be made by estimating the covariance parameters using the pooled observations, and do conditional simulation with the pooled parameter estimators to compare the two designs.






