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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.


	Here phytoplankton, mostly Diatom can be used a Bioindicator for minute environmental change. This type of study provides a cheap & fast indication system.
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(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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.
	       yes
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	The manuscript presents a detail long-term assessment of phytoplankton dynamics and nutrient-driven eutrophication in Jakarta Bay. The topic is important and relevant, especially given rapid coastal urbanization and recurring harmful algal blooms in tropical ecosystems. The study uses an extensive dataset (2008–2019) and integrates physical, chemical, and biological parameters effectively. The linkages drawn between nutrient ratios, monsoon-driven hydrological variability, and diatom dominance are clearly articulated and well supported by the presented evidence.

However, the manuscript would benefit from a clearer organization in some sections—especially the Results and Discussion—which currently contain overlapping explanations. Figures referenced in the text should be checked for consistent formatting and readability. In addition, the Conclusions section may be strengthened by providing more specific management recommendations rather than general statements about eutrophication and monitoring needs. A minor language edit would also improve flow and clarity.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, provides meaningful ecological insights, and has the potential to contribute to coastal ecosystem management literature after moderate revisions & the journal can accept this article for publication.
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