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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 

the article. 
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The title is vague. The authors should have specified first qualitative inventory of 

aquatic macroinvertebrates of small dams in the Center and North of Ivory Coast. 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 

results. 
3 

The abstract does not clearly present the sampling methodology. 

The title is not clear which impacts the objects and results.  

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 

mistakes in this article. 
4 

The text is written with a good level of language, easy to read with fewer 

grammatical errors  
 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5 

The methodology is clear and the material and method parts well explained. 

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5 

The results are clear, consistent and do not contain errors  

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 

supported by the content. 
4 
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7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

The references are sufficient, up-to-date and appropriate in relation to the text but 
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

The context is not defined in the introduction. 

 

The authors indicate that they did one dry season sampling (March 2017) and two rainy 

season samplings (June 2016 and June 2018). I would like the authors to explain the 

choice of months: 

• Why not two samplings also in dry season; 

• Why only one month a year; 

• Why not over a whole year, taking into account the different seasons. 

 

The authors indicate that this work aims to improve the knowledge on aquatic 

macroinvertebrates of small dams in the North and Center of the Ivory Coast. In this 

case, the authors should complete other information namely: 

• To make the quantitative inventory to appreciate the water quality knowing that 

macroinvertebrates are recognized as very good bioindicators of ecological 

quality of lakes and rivers; 

• To make a quantitative analysis of the benthic macroinvertebrate population in 

relation to the physico-chemical quality of small dams in the North and Center; 

• Make an analysis according to the seasons; 



• Perform a statistical test to compare the appearance of macroinvertebrates in 

different stations and seasons. 

 

Authors should consult the article by Motchié et al., 2020 on the Diversity of benthic 

macroinvertebrates and biotic indices to evaluate water quality in Lake Sokotè (Côte 

d’Ivoire). 

 

The discussion is insufficient. 
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3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 
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5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5 

yes, the results are clear and contain no errors.  
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Yes, the conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the content. 
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Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 

 

 

 

 


