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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.


	These studies represent the tamilnadu region copepods diversity and richness.
Through this study marine fishes availability in this region to be identified.

Through this study monitoring environmental impact on the aquatic animal as well as copepods. 

Aquatic animal richness also know from this article study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of this article is suitable.
	

	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.


	In abstract part “Harbour” spelling is wrong.
In abstract don’t write “our” study simply write “This study”.

Other then this abstract is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically correct.
But checked the spelling some red mark is shown in the manuscript.
Add some data of vellar estuary, pichabaram etc copepods diversity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference significant but most of the references are old, add recent references because that is easy to know recent diversity and richness.
	

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


	Moderately good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In this manuscript if add some microscopic copepods image that’s shown more impactful, for student its helpful easy to identification of copepods.
After finish references put full stop symbol.

Write proper Shannon index,Evenness, Margalef calculation methodology.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No 
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Not checked 
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	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)
	8
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