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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 book chapter holds significant importance for the scientific community as it highlights the ecological role of fiddler crabs, an often-overlooked group of species, in maintaining the health and stability of the Sundarbans mangrove ecosystem. By drawing attention to their contributions to nutrient cycling, soil aeration, and overall ecosystem productivity, the study expands the existing understanding of mangrove ecology beyond charismatic species, such as the Bengal tiger. It emphasizes the necessity of inclusive conservation strategies that consider all species, regardless of size or perceived importance. Furthermore, this work provides a valuable foundation for future ecological and conservation research aimed at preserving biodiversity in one of the world’s most critical and vulnerable habitats.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	If the chapter is part of an academic or edited volume that emphasizes scientific detail, I recommend that the Author make it slightly more technical. For example:
· “Ecological Significance and Conservation Needs of Fiddler Crabs in the Sundarbans Mangrove Ecosystem”
If the book targets a broader or public audience, your current title is excellent as is — it’s engaging and easy to understand.

	

	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 of your book chapter is clear, informative, and well-structured. It successfully communicates the main focus, the ecological importance of fiddler crabs, their threats, and the conservation call. However, for a book chapter abstract, which typically benefits from slightly more synthesis and forward-looking emphasis, there is room for minor refinement to enhance its clarity, balance, and scholarly impact.
Areas for Improvement
1. Focus and conciseness:
The abstract could be shortened slightly to make it more focused. Some details (like crab morphology or large claws) are better placed in the main text, not the abstract.
2. Explicit purpose and scope:
Include one sentence that defines the specific objective or scope of the chapter, e.g., “This chapter reviews the ecological importance and conservation challenges of fiddler crabs in the Sundarbans.”
3. Methods or approach (brief mention):
Even for a review or conceptual chapter, it helps to clarify whether this is a review, synthesis, or conceptual discussion.
4. Forward-looking statement:
End with a stronger statement on how the insights could inform policy, management, or future research.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The book chapter is scientifically sound and well-grounded in established ecological and conservation principles. It demonstrates a solid understanding of mangrove ecology, species interdependence, and the ecological role of fiddler crabs. Below is a structured evaluation of its scientific accuracy and minor suggestions for improvement:
Suggestions for Improvement
1. Clarify sources and consistency:
Some citations (e.g., Chatterjee, 2019; Chowdhury, 2022) may refer to local or secondary literature; ensure they are from peer-reviewed or traceable sources for stronger credibility.
2. Update key references:
Include a few more recent empirical studies (2022–2024) on mangrove crab ecology, particularly on microplastic interactions, climate stress responses, and trophic relationships, to strengthen currency.
3. Minor conceptual refinement:
· When stating that the loss of fiddler crabs could “disrupt the entire ecosystem,” consider softening this to “may significantly alter nutrient dynamics and food web stability.”
· You could briefly note that fiddler crabs are part of a larger macrofaunal community, reinforcing the idea of interconnected species roles.
Scientific tone:
Avoid slightly emotive phrases like “seemingly insignificant creatures” in the main body; these are engaging but can be rephrased to maintain a more formal academic tone (e.g., “often underrepresented species in conservation studies”).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The book chapter includes a good range of references (spanning from 1995 to 2024), showing that you have engaged with both foundational and recent literature on fiddler crabs, mangrove ecosystems, and conservation. The inclusion of recent papers,  such as Katharoyan et al. (2024) and So et al. (2023), is commendable, as it strengthens the scientific relevance of the chapter.
However, there is room for minor improvement in terms of balance and coverage. Some references are older or general in nature and could be complemented with newer, high-impact studies that address current themes such as climate resilience, biodiversity-based conservation, and ecosystem services in mangroves.

	

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

	The language and English quality of your book chapter are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, coherent, and demonstrates a strong command of academic English. The tone is formal, the arguments are logically structured, and the use of scientific terminology is appropriate for an academic readership.
However, a few minor stylistic and grammatical refinements could make the manuscript read more smoothly and meet the highest publication standards. Below is a detailed assessment:
Areas for Minor Improvement
1. Occasional redundancy:
Some ideas, such as the ecological role of fiddler crabs and their importance in nutrient cycling, are repeated in slightly different forms. Condensing these sections would improve precision.
2. Phrasing refinements:
· Replace “seemingly insignificant creatures” with “often underappreciated species” for a more academic tone.
· Instead of “serves as a haven for”, use “provide critical habitat for.”
· Simplify long sentences where possible to improve readability.
3. Verb consistency:
Ensure consistent use of tense, for example, “Fiddler crabs play a crucial role” (present tense) rather than “Fiddler crabs played,” unless referring to historical conditions.
Technical precision:
Occasionally specify terms,  e.g., instead of “environmental pollution,” specify “industrial effluents and agricultural runoff” where relevant.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The chapter presents an engaging and scientifically valuable discussion on the ecological importance and conservation needs of fiddler crabs in the Sundarbans mangrove ecosystem. It effectively broadens the conservation dialogue beyond flagship species to highlight smaller but ecologically vital organisms. The structure is clear, the arguments are well-supported, and the manuscript aligns well with the objectives of biodiversity and ecosystem-based conservation literature. With minor improvements, such as fine-tuning the language for conciseness, updating a few references with more recent global studies, and ensuring consistent formatting, the chapter will make a meaningful contribution to mangrove ecology and conservation science. Overall, this is a well-prepared and insightful chapter worthy of inclusion in a scholarly volume.
	




	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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