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	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title 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. This manuscript addresses the spatio-temporal variation of plankton diversity in the River Haora, Tripura, India, which is significant for both the scientific community and local stakeholders. It sheds light on the planktonic biodiversity of an under-researched area, offering insights into the ecosystem dynamics of a river that supports a substantial population.
2. The title "Spatio-temporal Variation of Plankton Diversity along Lower Stretch of River Haora, Tripura, India" is adequate as it accurately reflects the content and scope of the study. However, for enhanced clarity and specificity, it could be refined to something like "Temporal and Spatial Dynamics of Plankton Communities in the Lower Haora River, Tripura, India".
3. The abstract provides a clear overview of the study objectives, methods, and key findings. It effectively summarizes the spatio-temporal variation of plankton diversity in the River Haora.
4. The manuscript's structure generally follows a logical flow, moving from introduction to methods, results, discussion, and conclusion. However, the subsections within the results and discussion could be further organized to enhance readability and coherence. 
5. The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with detailed descriptions of the sampling methods, data analysis techniques, and interpretation of results. However, some sections lack clarity and could benefit from additional explanation or elaboration to ensure the robustness of the scientific argument.
6. The manuscript includes a range of references, spanning relevant topics in plankton ecology and riverine ecosystems. However, updating the references to include more recent studies (post-2020) would strengthen the manuscript's currency and relevance to contemporary research in the field.
Additional Comments:

1. Clarify and standardize terminology throughout the manuscript for consistency and precision.

2. Address any inconsistencies or discrepancies in data reporting and interpretation.
	

	Minor REVISION comments


	
	

	Optional comments
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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