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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 
 

 
Paper in present form can be rejected because 1) on the base of ms is mentioned 
that conclusion is based on the species definition, but the identification manuals are 
not relevant to the freshwater lake phytoplankton, only for marine/ 2) species were 
even not wright rightly, marked by yellow. Species and higher ranks taxonomy are 
placed under name Specie. 3) Methods of abundance calculation is not given. 4) It 
can be impossible to define mentioned species in Lugol fixator. 5) On the sampling 
map is not recognizable the studied lake. So, Basic information about species 
definition and calculation its abundance is not reliable and doubtful. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
The manuscript has been modified taking the points in accounts 
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