

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Sustainable Water Resource Management: Issues, Challenges & Solutions

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6912.9

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	IMPACT OF PHYSICO-CHEMICAL PARAMETERS ON THE ROTIFER ASSEMBLAGE IN AN IRRIGATION CANAL AT PHUBALA, BISHNUPUR DISTRICT, MANIPUR, NORTH EAST INDIA

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter






	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 paper had done valuable baseline date on the rotifer diversity and relationship among physival-chemocal parameters in irrigation conveyances structure Manipur, which a region limited in previous studies on freshwater micro fauna. The result finds that the role of rotifers as bio indicators of irrigation water quality and eutrophication, which is crucial for aquatic ecosystem management
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(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.

	I have found the abstract in somehow generally comprehensive but it needs an improvement by briefly indicating the key results for the study in the correlation analysis. Additionally the abstract section stated those 23 rotifers from 7 families and the man in document texts lists only six (6) families in the abstract and result section. This should be amended and corrected again. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The research is scientifically sound in terms of the chronological order of the research design and analysis. However, there are some inconsistence in the research section in the reporting section specifically 7 in abstract and 6 in the result section. There are some typographical errors in species names; Euclanidae VS Euchlanidae. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	I think the referances are sufficente and in some section it should be upadated for recent studies. 
	

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

	

The language arrangement needs an improvement for the grammar and clarity purose.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No
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