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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 (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.


	This manuscript reports the first record of Alpheus bisincisus from the southeast coast of India, extending its known distribution and filling a biogeographic gap. The detailed morphological description and comparison with A. chiragricus provide valuable support for accurate species identification and future biodiversity assessments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Scientifically appropriate but can be tightened for style and discoverability.
Suggested alternative: “First record of the snapping shrimp Alpheus bisincisus De Haan, 1844 (Decapoda: Alpheidae) from the southeast coast of India (Bay of Bengal)
	

	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.


	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Strengths: Sound taxonomic framing; useful morphometric ratios and qualitative morphology; sensible comparisons with prior literature
Type terminology: Do not label your figure/specimen as “male paratype”; you are not describing a new species. Use “male specimen” or “examined material”.

Section heading: “MATERIALS METHOD” → “Materials and Methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Understandable overall but requires careful copy-editing for scholarly tone and consistency. Examples: “MATERIALS METHOD” → “Materials and Methods”
Fix article use and number agreement (e.g., “can able to produce” → “can produce”; “are documented” vs. “is documented”
	

	Optional/General comments


	Re-structure Results as: Material examined (with repository IDs), Diagnosis (key traits), Description, Colouration, Distribution (global + India), Ecology, Comparisons/Remarks
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)
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