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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 manuscript is trying to present study on the zooplankton in CHERA KULAM POND AND 

THAMIRABARANI RIVER OF TIRUNELVELI CITY, compare their occurrences between the two rivers in terms of diversity, species richness and relate them with physic-chemical parameters of the river. However, this was well structured out and achieved.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	NO
1. The zooplankton in CheraKulam pond and Thamirabarani river in relation to their physic-chemical parameters.

2. Comparison of zooplankton populations in CheraKulam pond and Thamirabarani river.

3. Rotifers in comparison with other zooplankton in CheraKulam pond and Thamirabarani river
	

	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 is grossly inadequate. 
Methodology not well stated.

Statistical Analysis not mentioned

The results are well represented

The conclusion is not clear
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but not properly implemented and reported
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are inadequate, mostly obsolete, and not properly written in the reference section
	

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


	The quality of the English language is bad, typographical errors and wrong sentence construction
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures are well presented and there are explanations on how results and conclusions were arrived at.
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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 detail)

None
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