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	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.
	In earlier studies also, the presence of Phytoplanktons specially the diatoms, are being used for assessing the quality of water resources. This study may help to predict the trophic status (Nitrate/phosphate level) of water bodies depending on the predominating species found. As the eutrophication occurs due to run off water, depending on type of species increasing, control measures can be taken before the release of agricultural run off water in water bodies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Diatom Dominance: An indicator of Eutrophication and Ecosystem stress, in Jakarta Bay, Indonesia
	

	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.
	Ok
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific names of diatoms should be in italics (Check Page 8,12,13). Phytoplankton composition (Page 8) in write up, dominant one is mentioned Chaetoceros (49%) and is contradictory with Figure 3 where Skeletonema is mentioned as Dominant one. Figure 5, check for spelling mistakes (Ratio, Dinoflagellata). Table3 and Fig 10, values of range will be 0.23 NOT 0,23 etc.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	OK
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	Conclusion should be more crisp and precise, repetitions should be avoided.
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