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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
1 INTRODUCTION – A detail insight should be given about the specimen; what roles

does it plays on the functionality of the estuarine and marine ecosystem
2 How can you reconcile the statement in lines 173-175 with your study? Nothing

shows development stages of the species in your study.

Minor REVISION comments 1 Reframe the sentence in lines 33-34 appropriately
2 Correct the grammar in line170
3 In line 197 the SAME is irrelevant.

Optional/General comments
The article is good for publication after corrections.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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