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	PART  1: Comments
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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides the first image-based documentation of zooplankton species in reservoirs on the Jos Plateau, Nigeria. The photomicrographs serve as a practical reference for species identification, supporting biodiversity studies and aquaculture applications. By filling a regional research gap, the study contributes baseline data that can guide future ecological and limnological research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “An Image Based Zooplankton Identification Key” is understandable, but it can be made more concise and academically precise. The phrase should be hyphenated (Image-Based), and “Identification Key” may not fully reflect the scope if the manuscript provides photomicrographs and a checklist rather than a strict dichotomous key.
	

	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 informative but not fully comprehensive. It should briefly include the objective of the study, a short note on the methods used, highlight the main findings (species diversity, tropical and temperate taxa), and emphasize the significance (ecological and aquaculture relevance). At the same time, redundant details should be removed to keep it concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally correct in documenting zooplankton diversity and providing image-based references, but some aspects need review. The identification of major groups is valid, yet there are data inconsistencies (species vs. photomicrographs), and the interpretation of species richness as eutrophication is questionable. Claims about temperate species in tropical reservoirs also require stronger justification.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, covering both classic and regional studies, but many are dated. Only a few recent works (2020–2022) are included, and most are local. To strengthen the manuscript, I suggest adding more recent international references (post‑2020) on zooplankton diversity, image-based identification, and their role as bioindicators
	

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


	The manuscript’s English is understandable but not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication. Some sentences are informal, grammar is inconsistent, and phrasing lacks precision.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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