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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	it provides valuable insights into the ecological distribution and environmental interactions of Rhopilema hispidum along the South Konkan coast of India.
highlights the correlation between jellyfish abundance and hydrobiological parameters, contributing to a better understanding of bloom dynamics and their impact on marine ecosystems. The findings can aid in developing sustainable fisheries management and conservation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but somewhat broad. It does not fully reflect the study's focus on ecological interactions, environmental correlations, and seasonal abundance.

A more precise and engaging alternative could be – 
"Ecological Distribution and Environmental Correlates of Rhopilema hispidum Along the South Konkan Coast, India"
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Suggested Deletions or Modifications-

· Redundant Phrasing: The phrase "Total 15 individuals of Rhopilema hispidum belonging to genus Rhopilema were caught in trawl net" can be streamlined to "Fifteen individuals of Rhopilema hispidum were collected via trawl nets”
· Repetition of Findings: The mention of jellyfish abundance being highest in the pre-monsoon season could be restructured to fit into the broader ecological discussion rather than appearing as a standalone statement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically good in its methodology, data collection, and analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	references are sufficient, but adding recent studies on jellyfish-fishery interactions, climate change, and nutrient-driven blooms would improve scientific depth.

Including at least 3–4 new references from the suggested list would make the manuscript more current and robust.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is mostly suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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