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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Isthetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. The topic is interesting but lack information from references make the reader could not
get more knowledge from the manuscript. The author mentioned about species used in India
for mangrove rehabilitation, but there is no further discussion about it, for example: detail
location or map, the age of rehabilitation implementation, current condition, etc.

Factor affecting it is not described very well.

2. The title is suitable
3. Yes, itis

4. More information is required in each subsection. For example, the Author should describe
clearer the ideal conservation strategies; a flowchart would be more valuable. Important
factors influence it which could be controlled and uncontrolled may be explained.

5.Yes, | do

6. Limitation number of reference make the author does not describe the topic very well.
More references should be collected. Among of them, the following references could be
considered to cite:

https://www.mdpi.com/1999-4907/14/9/1698
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/17538947.2018.1454516
https://www.mdpi.com/1999-4907/13/5/695

CONCLUSIONS: The author should write important point the role of mangrove mitigating
coastal disaster and its conservation strategies as well.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes. The Author written the manuscript with good quality of English.

Optional/General comments
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PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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