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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 (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 pond ecosystem's biological reaction to pollution and nutrient enrichment is demonstrated by Pandorina morum, which serves as an efficient bioindicator of water quality. Additionally, the publication promotes the freshwater environment's water quality. The Additionally, the manuscript  emphasises how temperature, dissolved oxygen (DO), pH, hardness, total alkalinity, and domestic discharge are examples of physical and chemical variables that have a direct impact on the growth and distribution of phytoplankton, including Pandorina morum. 

	

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

	yes
	

	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 introduction, method, result, and conclusion should all be included in an abstract. However, the introduction and conclusion were mentioned in this abstract. I'll recommend including a brief description of the methodology and findings.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Only in introductory section , the discussion part are old references
	

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

	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments

	
Introduction
There are 282 words in all. This isn't abstract. A minimum of 500 words should be included in the introduction. This manuscript's introduction solely discusses Pandorina morum., so I will suggest that the opening section give emphasis to crucial aspects of this work, such as water and water quality, fresh water environment, pollution, study area, and location.

Materials and methods
There is no explicit description of the materials utilised. Methods employed are well stated and summarized. Although I am not aware of the journal's author guidelines, I would like that the approach be a little more detailed in order to benefit both laypeople and young scientists and to make this work more visually appealing rather than merely summarising it.

Results and Discussion 
I must first acknowledge the authors' effort, however to be honest, there are a lot of recent works that are relevant to this research; therefore, all of the older references that are listed in this work are not accepted. To support this manuscript, I will advise the writers to look for recent publications (within the last five years). Furthermore, each of the parameters (temperature, pH, alkalinity, total alkalinity, hardness, DO, and DOM) that were studied in this paper should be discussed independently with scientific evidence or scholarly references to support the findings.
The manuscript should be accepted after all issues raised are addressed. 
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	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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