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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.
	-A scientific contribution evaluated the community structure and productivity of phytoplankton during the post-monsoon in Kallada river, south India.
-It studied the phytoplankton-mediated productivity dynamics in the Kallada River in Kerala.
-They found high phytoplankton abundance, species richness, diversity indices, and moderate-to-high diatom dominance ratios at West Kallada and Perugalam and suggested that as indicator for favourable conditions
for sustained and balanced productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Suitable 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.
	Informative abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A scientific contribution discusses the factors affected phytoplankton productivity in the post-monsoon. However, the water physical and chemical criteria were not determined at each studied site to relate the difference in phytoplankton composition and population density to water criteria at the studied sites.
-Factorial analysis of variance (ANOVA) is a better statistical test to show the significance of variation of phytoplankton abundance between
the studied sites as well as the significant difference between different recorded phytoplankton taxonomic groups.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them
	-Sufficient recent references presented a valuable discussion of the study results and informative introduction.
-References written format must be fixed for all references at the reference list (correct reference number (1) ?).
	




	in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Manuscript needs revision for spelling mistakes and sentence structure (check attached manuscripts)
	

	Optional/General comments
	Good scientific contribution. However, the manuscript needs minor revision.
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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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