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	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 study used diatoms as bioindicators to assess water quality, using trophic status as the standard. This study used a time series, thus offering a fairly in-depth evaluation of trends over time. An interesting pattern was found and requires further analysis to explain why the population density of certain diatoms was so high in 2010 compared to the years before and after.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be improved, for example by eliminating “ecosystem stress”.
	

	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, already comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the data were obtained using the correct method. The data are accompanied by easy-to-read graphs. The physicochemical data were analyzed quite comprehensively. However, a scientific explanation is needed as to why trophic status was determined using diatom dominance analysis, not the entire phytoplankton. The method for converting density values ​​to trophic status also needs to be clarified, and its reference cited. I'm concerned that diatom dominance analysis isn't representative enough to describe the trophic status of a body of water. Typically, trophic status is determined using measurements of chlorophyll-a, phosphate, and nitrate levels.
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	Yes, enaugh.
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	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research was carried out well, but more care is needed regarding the analysis of determining trophic status.
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