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	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.


	First I would like to mention that the topic is important, and make sense to be presented The research paper investigates how benthic communities interact with the substrate and how these interactions are influenced by sediment properties and how the size of sediment particles affects the types of animals that can live in a particular area. This  work also considers water quality parameters such as temperature, salinity, dissolved oxygen, etc. and their impact on the faunal assemblages. These findings can help scientists understand how changes in sediment characteristics and water quality, possibly due to human activities or natural processes, might affect the overall health and stability of the tidal flat ecosystem. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be accepted
	

	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 the abstract the micro,meio and macrofaunal assemblage and its interaction with the environmental parameters can be included 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study offers new insights, addresses a gap in the literature, or provides a unique contribution to the field of benthic ecology and the authors have accurately represented and cited relevant previous research in the field but the manuscript is to be provided with sufficient evidence on the distribution of all faunal assemblage to support their claims and conclusions.  The introduction is well-written and it provides  sufficient background information on the topic which explain the importance of studying faunal assemblages and biota-substrate interactions in tropical Nigerian tidal flats. The description of the study site is  clearly defined. The sampling is carried out for physico-chemical parameters, sediment grain size and faunal composition. Under the subtitle "faunal assemblage" the author has mentioned on micro, meio and macro faunal processing and analyses, but nothing about the meio and micro faunal assemblages are mentioned in the results and discussion.  A revision is suggested here. Though it is written in the text that " Taxonomic identification was performed to the lowest possible level, generally species or genus, using standard identification keys, all faunal assemblages, especially micro and meiofauma are not identified accurately and consistently and the author is trying to concentrate mainly only on two Crustacean sp. (Uca tangeri and Cardisoma armatum.). Though the author has identified different species under different  taxa, it is not well defined in the figure and hence require revision.  Though the research paper contribute new knowledge to the field and relevant to the scientific community and the study area, there is lack of clarity in certain sections especially in results, discussion and conclusion parts.
The conclusion highlight the significance of the study and its contribution to the field. 
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