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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.


	This manuscript focused on analysing the physicochemical characteristics and their fluctuation  is co-related with dwelling and density of aquatic biotas. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest that the author’s needs to check title.
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	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.
	Authors are need to be add recent references. 
	

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


	English proficiency has to be check for improving language quality of the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The authors are analyzed seasonal wise changes in physicochemical characteristics in Visapur dam, Maharashtra, India for two years. But, the introduction fully focused on zooplankton diversity and their dwelling.
· What about the water quality parameters? Explain or add the details.

· What you mean unwanted parameter changes?

· Check your objective and your introduction. 

· In results and discussion, too long discussion has been given. The given information’s are general and well known information.

· Where is study area map? Include it.

· Description of study area is lacking.

Refer articles; A study on the diversity and community structure of freshwater zooplankton and Ichthyofaunal in Kumaraswamy Lake, Coimbatore district, Tamil Nadu, India
Evaluation of trophic state conditions in the three urban perennial lakes of the Coimbatore district, Tamil Nadu: Based on water quality parameters and rotifer composition

Impact of seasonal changes in freshwater phytoplankton and zooplankton biodiversity at Valankulam lake, Coimbatore district, Tamil Nadu, India
I suggest that authors needs to be revise the manuscript carefully.
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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)

No ethical issues found during review process. 
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No 
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Needs to be check 
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5
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