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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 provides important baseline data on interstitial meiofauna, highlighting their diversity and ecological roles in coastal sediments. It offers insights into their potential as bioindicators and fills a regional knowledge gap where data are limited. The study’s findings can inform coastal ecosystem management and conservation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.
	       Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are somewhat sufficient, but many are outdated and several in-text citations are repetitive. Incorporating more recent and diverse sources, particularly from the last 5 years, would strengthen the discussion and provide up-to-date context for the study.


	

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


	 Needs improvement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction: Provides useful background on meiofauna but is somewhat repetitive, especially regarding size definitions and mesh ranges. In-text citations are often redundant and outdated. Consider reorganizing into three parts: (1) definition and ecological scope of meiofauna, (2) ecological importance and role as bioindicators, and (3) regional research gap linked to study objectives.

Materials and Methods: Generally clear but lacks critical details for reproducibility. Specify the number of sediment cores per site, replace vague terms like “overnight” with precise durations, and include taxonomic references, identification methods, ecological indices (e.g., Shannon–Wiener, Simpson), and software used. Provide a method for grain size determination, justify site selection, and consider including photographs or a GIS/map to illustrate study sites.

Results: Consider combining environmental parameters (DO, salinity, etc.) into single comparative figures. Report only genus-level identifications when species-level certainty is not possible, and clarify meiofauna groups in figure captions (e.g., polychaetes, Prionospio).

Discussion: Interprets results well but is dense in places. Some paragraphs are repetitive, and citations are outdated. Condense sections, use clear topic sentences, and expand on the functional roles of dominant taxa (e.g., nutrient cycling) to emphasize ecological significance.

Conclusion: Currently repeats results; focus on synthesis and ecological implications. Highlight the role of meiofauna as bioindicators and their relevance for coastal ecosystem monitoring.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	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 detail)

    No
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	    No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	    No
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback
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