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	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 relevance of this manuscript lies in its overview of the importance of wetlands for the enhancement of environmental protection. It provides a perspective of the importance of protecting wetlands, the need to regulate industrial pollution, which is a major source of discharging contaminants that have the potential of destroying flora and fauna, which are essential in regulating and maintaining wetland ecosystems and environmental safety in the mist of alarming rate of ecosystem deterioration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is well-structure and suited and therefore need no further correction.
	

	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 of the manuscript is well written and need no further addition or deletion
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically correct and addresses key issue of environmental concerns.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are well organized and sufficient for the manuscript.
	

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


	YES. The English is well organized and best suited for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Ensure that paragraphs are well connected to enhance coherence. Address the section that deals with discussion from the “functions of mangrove in general to impacts of industries”. What’s the connection?

2. Check this segment to avoid repetition. It seemed to have been previously discussed: "Biodiversity Loss in Coastal Wetlands." To avoid repetition, combine it with the previous discussion.

3. You claim that mangroves are under threat; have any studies supported your claim? If yes, mention the gap your work seeks to address from previous findings.

4. There is an organized discussion on threats from industry, but for conservation efforts, there is no coherent discussion. Addressing this issue is necessary. Furthermore, it would be helpful were you to outline the “industrial threats” followed by “solutions” in your discussions.

5. Refine this section and include the right punctuation: “The discharge of industrial pollutants, such as heavy metals, oil spills, and plastic waste, significantly intensifies the degradation of biodiversity…” → “…waste, significantly intensifies…”
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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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