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	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.


	The study conducted on the inland fisheries of the Pulangi River, Phillippines provides an understanding of the freshwater diversity, highlights the effects of humans and environmental pressure on fish population, and suggests strategies for their conservation. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and fulfils the scope of the study, however, slight changes can improve the title for further clarity.
Suggested Title: 

“Assessment of Inland Fish Diversity and Conservation Challenges in Pulangi River, Central Mindanao, Philippines."


	

	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 summarizes the study but needs to state the major findings related to species diversity indices and threats. Better to use statistical results in the abstract, which could enhance the clarity of the finding.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology and data analysis. However, the discussion could be expanded to provide a more in-depth interpretation of the ecological significance of the findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and relevant. However, a few recent studies on fish biodiversity and conservation in Southeast Asia could strengthen the literature review.


	

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


	Overall, the manuscript is well-structured and readable. However, there are  minor grammatical mistakes and some awkward sentence constructions that should be corrected for better scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Clarify the use of the term "importance value" in relation to species dominance and diversity.

2. The figures and tables should have consistent formatting and clear captions for easy interpretation.

3. The discussion on environmental threats could be expanded to include potential mitigation measures in more detail.
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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? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Arshad Ali, University of Malakand, Pakistan
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


