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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 contributes valuable baseline information on interstitial meiofaunal diversity and associated environmental conditions in a tropical coastal region that remains relatively understudied. By comparing estuarine and sandy beach habitats, the study enhances understanding of how habitat variability influences meiofaunal community structure and biodiversity patterns. The findings also reinforce the ecological importance of meiofauna as functional components of benthic ecosystems and as potential bioindicators of environmental change. Overall, the work provides region-specific data that can support future ecological monitoring, biodiversity assessments, and coastal management strategies in tropical marine environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally appropriate as it reflects the main components of the study (meiofaunal diversity and physico-chemical characteristics) and specifies the study location. However, it is somewhat lengthy and can be improved for clarity and impact.

Suggested alternative titles

Interstitial Meiofaunal Diversity and Environmental Characteristics of Coastal Habitats along the Parangipettai Coast, Southeast India

(OR)

Comparative Study of Interstitial Meiofauna and Water Quality in Estuarine and Sandy Beach Habitats of the Parangipettai Coast


	

	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.


	The abstract should briefly specify the sampling effort (e.g., number of samples or replicates) to strengthen methodological clarity. Minor inconsistencies in reported taxonomic numbers should be corrected to ensure accuracy and consistency with the main text. Additionally, including a short concluding statement on the ecological or monitoring relevance of the findings would enhance the impact of the abstract. Reducing minor methodological details while emphasizing key results and implications would further improve readability and focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in its overall concept, study design, and ecological interpretation. The investigation of interstitial meiofaunal diversity in relation to physico-chemical parameters across contrasting coastal habitats is appropriate and consistent with established benthic ecological approaches. The reported dominance of nematodes, habitat-related differences between estuarine and sandy beach stations, and the use of diversity indices are scientifically reasonable and supported by existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Consider adding recent and relevant literature such as:

1. Martínez et al. (2024) – Review on meiofauna as sentinels in beach ecosystems.

2. Martínez et al. (2025) – Priority questions in meiofaunal research and ecosystem roles.

3. Badri et al. (2025) – Meiofaunal biodiversity and environmental drivers in coastal sediments.

4. Coppo et al. (2024) – Meiofaunal diversity and environmental controls at tropical sandy beaches.

5. Ballentine et al. (2024) – Ecological functions of meiofauna in sediment biogeochemical cycling.


	

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


	The overall language quality of the manuscript is moderate but not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. While the scientific ideas and structure are understandable, the text contains grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, inconsistent tense usage, and occasional repetition that affect clarity and readability. Some sections also include informal phrasing and fragmented sentences, particularly within the methods and results descriptions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an ecologically relevant topic and provides useful baseline information on meiofaunal diversity from a relatively understudied tropical coastal region. The comparative approach between estuarine and beach habitats are valuable and contributes to understanding habitat-related variability in interstitial communities. However, improvements in methodological clarity, statistical analysis, taxonomic consistency, and language quality are needed to strengthen the scientific robustness and presentation of the work. With careful revision and refinement, the manuscript has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to regional coastal biodiversity research and monitoring studies.
	


	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)
	7.5



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



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
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	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	1. Bio-Hydrogen (Future Fuel) Production: Bioprocess monitoring during hydrogen production, reactor configuration, optimization, characterization of hydrogen producing bacteria, bio augmentation strategy (Related to Bio technology and Bio chemistry)

2. Adsorption of Heavy metals from the aqueous solutions using low cost sorbents 
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6. Solid Waste Management 

7. Chemistry of mangrove plants and Prospects of Mangroves as Medicinal Plants 
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