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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is of great importance to the scientific community as it evaluates the impact of microplastic on coastal waters. Plastic pollution is a major threat to aquatic environment and organisms.
  Globally, its impact on the marine ecosystems and human health is a major growing environmental concern at the moment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It is catchy, straight to the point and concise.
	

	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.


	First and foremost, I will like to commend the author's effort. 
An abstract is meant to contain: introduction, methodology, result and conclusion. 
 All other parts were included by the author, aside "methodology".
       Also, since the amount of words in an abstract can be maximum "250 words" for short abstract, and only "94 words" have been written by the author. 
      I suggest the addition of this "methodology", just after the first sentence (introduction) on the abstract:
First sentence:"The prevalence of microplastic in coastal water, Veraval at the Saurashtra coast off Gujarat, India, was studied."

Add the sentence:

Methodology: The sampling was carried out in Gujarat, focusing on the coastal areas of Veraval coast, a part of Saurashtra coastal region. Two sampling stations were established at each location to ensure diverse data collection and account for potential spatial variations in microplastic intensity.

 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct as it clearly evaluates the prevalence of microplastic in coastal waters and its impact on aquatic environment, organisms and human health. It cited the particle size that can more likely be ingested by small invertebrates, and filter-feeding organisms and fish which has detrimental effects like intestinal blockage, nutritional deficiencies and increased mortality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient in this literature. But some adjustment needs to be made:
●The references at the end of the manuscript, should be arranged in alphabetical order.
● "et al.," means "And others" and should be "italicized" when written intext in the body of the manuscript. All references at the end of the manuscript should not contain "et al.," since it is not an "intext citation" but the authors surnames and initials should be clearly written. References at the end of the manuscript with such errors include: Besseling et al., 2015; Eriksen et al., 2014; Gurjar et al., 2022; Collignon et al., 2012; Jambeck et al., 2015.
● The  intext citation "Andrady et al., 2011" should be changed  to "Andrady, 2011", as its a "single author publication" based on the references at the end of the manuscript.
● Remove "Anonymous, 2016; James et al., 2020; Mendoza & Balcer, 2019" from the references listed at the end of the manuscript, as it was not cited intext in the body of the manuscript.
●Remove the intext citation "Cozar et al., 2014; FAO, 2016" as it was not referenced at the end of the manuscript.
●Change the intext citation "Peng et al., 2020" to "Peng et al., 2018", as that reference was written with the year "2018" at the end of the manuscript.
●I will like to urge the researcher to make use of APA 7th edition and not APA 6th edition as observed in some intext citation (two author citations). E.g "Di and Wang, 2018; Dius and Coor, 2016"-APA 6th edition should be changed to "Di & Wang, 2018; Dius & Coor, 2016"-APA 7th edition.

	

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


	Yes, the language / English of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	I will like to commend the author on a very educative article. Bravo!
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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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