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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 study addresses a significant knowledge gap in crustacean microbiome research, particularly for species that play crucial roles in estuarine ecosystems and support regional fisheries and aquaculture, providing foundational data for future ecological, evolutionary, and applied research in marine biotechnology, disease management, and aquaculture optimisation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and informative. 
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and well-structured. However, I suggest the following modifications:
1. The sample size specifications.

2. Statistical significance 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript requires major revisions as follow:
· The Methods section refers to "specimens" and "samples" but never clearly states how many individual crabs were analyzed per species.
· While PERMANOVA is mentioned in Methods ("999 permutations"), no results (F-statistics, R² values, p-values) are presented.
· Alpha diversity differences are described qualitatively but no statistical tests (e.g., Kruskal-Wallis, Mann-Whitney) are reported.
· Without statistics, claims of "differences" cannot be substantiated.
· No information on collection date/season, crab size, sex, health status, captivity duration before sampling. 
· No negative controls or blanks mentioned
	

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

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


	Yes, the English quality is good and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript must clearly state how many biological replicates were used.

· If only one individual per species was sampled, this is insufficient for species-level conclusions.
· Report all statistical test results with appropriate metrics (p-values, effect sizes, confidence intervals).
· Figure quality is good, but statistical annotations (asterisks for significance) would improve interpretation.
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