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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 enhances understanding of diatom-driven primary productivity in ecologically significant Ramsar wetlands using a functional community approach. The study provides region-specific data from tropical coastal wetlands, which are limited in current scientific literature. Its findings are relevant for wetland ecology, biomonitoring, and conservation planning. Overall, the work offers useful insights for researchers and environmental managers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the core objectives, study system, and methodological approach of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it would benefit from the inclusion of clearer quantitative results and a more explicit statement of the study’s and broader ecological implications. Minor condensation of background information may also improve clarity and focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology and interpretations that are largely supported by the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and up to date, though inclusion of a few recent studies on diatom functional ecology could further strengthen the manuscript.

References should be alphabetical. 
	

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


	The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication, with only minor grammatical and stylistic revisions required for improved clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and addresses an ecologically relevant topic; minor revisions focusing on clarity of results presentation and strengthening the discussion would further enhance its overall quality.
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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? 


	No ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript.
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