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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.


	The paper is quite interesting, clear and technically correct. In general, this paper is well written; however, the Results and Discussion sections require further improvement. The article’s structure is generally adequate, but Figures 1 and 2 are presented without any prior introduction. Additionally, the inclusion of images or photographs of the study locations—particularly those most affected by erosion and accretion—would significantly enhance the manuscript. A table summarizing the results of each calculation method is recommended. The Conclusion section is clear and effectively summarizes the research findings. The references should be updated to include more recent literature.

Please refer to the attached files for detailed comments and suggestions.
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	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.


	It is recommended that the results of the NSM, EPR, and LRR analyses be included in the abstract to provide readers with a clearer overview of the quantitative findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Correct.
The Introduction section does not yet provide a sufficiently detailed description of the research objectives and methodology. The chosen shoreline extraction method, MNDWI, should be accompanied by a well-founded rationale for its selection, supported by citations from relevant prior studies. Figures 1 and 2 are presented without any prior introduction.

The results of the NSM, EPR, and LRR analyses should be presented in both tabular and graphical formats to more effectively highlight the locations most severely affected by erosion and accretion. For Figures 3, 4, and 5, it is recommended to include inset maps to clearly delineate the areas experiencing the highest levels of erosion and accretion.
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	The references should be expanded and selected from more recent journal articles to enrich the discussion and ensure the manuscript reflects the latest developments in the field.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Article deals with the analysis of the coastal evolution in Kasaragod.
The article needs a significant revision.
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