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PART 1: Comments

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

	
	
	Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments
	
	

	
	
	are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	
	

	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 work identified marine diatom species isolated monthly from RK beach during the study period.
-The research studied the relation between water chemical and physical criteria and the biodiversity of marine diatoms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	- Incorrect title with spelling mistake.
-Suggested title “Biodiversity of marine diatoms isolated from
RK beach water sample”
	







	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 results were not fully summarized at the abstract. The effect of water criteria on the biodiversity of marine diatoms were not mentioned.
-Conclusion must be summarized at the abstract section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript had many spelling and sentence structure mistakes that made the paper difficultly understood and followed by the
reader (see manuscript attached file)
-Figure legend must be written below the figure.
-Regarding Figure (3), the figure legend is misleading need to be expained???)
-Table title and figure legends were not fully explained and described. Scientific correct manuscript should have the figures and tables self-explanatory without the need to return to the manuscript to understand what is meant by the figure or table. All the symbols mentioned at the tables and figures must be fully
described at the table titles and figure legends.
-Table (3), title is misleading, abbreviations at the table headings were not explained at the table title
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional
references, please mention them
in the review form.
	-References are old (recent reference was 2019) need to be updated for more in-depth discussion and updated information at the introduction and method sections.
-References format was miscellaneous. References follow
different and various written formats at the reference section (see manuscript attached).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Many sentence structures, grammar and spelling mistakes (need major revision)
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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