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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript provides a timely and comprehensive synthesis of the impacts of climate change on marine ecosystems and their cascading effects on public health and coastal communities. Its integration of ecological, environmental, and human health perspectives is valuable, especially as it adopts a One Health framework to discuss interconnections between ocean health and human well-being. The paper highlights critical challenges such as food insecurity, infectious disease risks, and mental health burdens among vulnerable coastal populations—issues of growing importance for policymakers and scientists alike. The review contributes meaningfully to global discussions on climate justice, adaptation, and mitigation strategies, offering useful insights for future interdisciplinary research.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Climate Change and Marine Ecosystem Health: Implications for Coastal Communities and Public Health”, is clear, informative, and accurately represents the content of the paper.


Suggested alternative (optional):
Interlinkages Between Climate Change, Marine Ecosystems, and Human Health: Risks and Resilience for Coastal Communities — this alternative emphasizes the integrative and systems-based approach used in the manuscript.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and well-structured, clearly stating the study scope, temporal focus (2010–2025), and key findings. It effectively summarizes the impacts of climate change on marine systems and human health.
Suggestions for improvement:

· Consider condensing some sentences to enhance readability.

· Add a more explicit closing statement summarizing key policy or research implications (e.g., “This synthesis highlights the need for transdisciplinary strategies integrating climate adaptation, marine conservation, and public health resilience.”).

· Ensure consistency in tenses and remove minor redundancies (e.g., “We now look specifically…” could be revised to “The review focuses specifically…”).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-supported by extensive peer-reviewed references, including recent sources from 2023–2025. The structure logically progresses from climate drivers to ecological impacts, human health implications, and adaptation strategies. The inclusion of summary tables enhances comprehension.
Minor improvements could involve clarifying causal pathways where multiple stressors interact (e.g., deoxygenation and acidification combined effects). Otherwise, the scientific content is robust and aligned with contemporary literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is comprehensive, current, and appropriate, citing seminal works (e.g., IPCC reports) and recent publications (2023–2025). No major omissions are noted.
	

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


	The English language is clear, scholarly, and professionally written. Occasional long sentences could be slightly shortened for readability, but the overall academic tone and flow are excellent. No major grammatical or typographical errors are detected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript could benefit from a short graphical abstract or conceptual figure illustrating the “climate–marine ecosystem–public health” nexus.

· Consider a brief section discussing policy integration frameworks, linking global agreements (e.g., SDGs, Paris Agreement) to local coastal resilience strategies.

· Overall, this is an excellent and timely review article with significant relevance to environmental science, public health, and sustainability research.

With slight refinement, this paper will be ready for publication and make a valuable contribution to the scientific community.
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