Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJARR_133199

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Nitrous Oxide (N₂O) Emissions in the Seagrass Beds of Inner Ambon Bay

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The manuscript provides valuable insights into nitrous oxide emissions in seagrass bed ecosystems, which is very underexplored area in greenhouse gas research. The study gives a deeper understanding of the role of coastal ecosystems in the global carbon and nitrogen cycles. This research fills an existing knowledge gap and serves as a reference for future studies on GHGs dynamics in seagrass ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and relevant to the study. 
	

	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 is very well structured and represents a good overview of the study, including its background, methodology and key findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be scientifically good, with well defined objectives, methodology and logical representation of key findings. The study findings align with existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are relevant and provide a solid foundation for the study.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript does not mention any statistical tool or tests to determine the significance of differences in nitrous oxide across species and sites.
2. A simple but deeper comparison with other ecosystems could add scientific value.

3. The study should discuss possible source of error in gas measurements and environmental vaiability.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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