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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 
 

Abstract shall commence with the background of study or scope for which the 
analysis was conducted. One line conclusion as mitigating or conservation measure 
shall be added. 
Introduction section shall elaborate more on the study area, significance of prawn 
species as an additional paragraph. 
Figure 6 shall be changed to a more understandable way 
Discussion shall elaborate all results obtained with a clear justification along with  
Appropriate citations. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Scientific names in graphs/figures shall be italicised. 
Table legends other than table heading other information shall not be in Bold’ – shall also 
be presented in a neat way. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript shall be checked for formatting errors and corrected. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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