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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

the discussion of a scientific article does not follow the comparison of these results
with other results of literature. It must be noted that the reason (the cause) of this
difference should be noted. This brings new information to science in general and
biology in particular. It is therefore important to review the discussion in depth in order
to enhance these results

Minor REVISION comments

Why is N. Oculata a witness environment?
8 days for growth experimentation isn't it a little? why not at least 24 or 30 days?

Zoolanctonic count was done every 24 hours. Why? Knowing that good zooplanktonic
mutilation or reproduction is at least 72H

Why didn't you apply the homogeneity test before the ANOVA application?

Why don't you just do this text in the table. transforming the text into the table will
facilitate the understanding of the work

Optional/Generalcomments

It's a very good job. however, the discussion must be deepened
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