Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Biology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOB_136066

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Ecological Assessment and QGIS-Based Resource Mapping of Nypa fruticans (Nipa) in Catarman, Northern Samar

	Type of the Article
	Research


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Nipa palm is a good indicator of coastal-estuarine floral community, which act as a first line defence against coastal calamities, hence the work has potential, but need major revisions. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title need reconsideration, as the GIS part of the manuscript is not clear to me. 
· Botanical scientific name in the title and text should have the author name and year. 
· The geographic area mentioned in the title section should be clarified to reach a greater audience. 

	

	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.


	· “This study assessed the ecological function and resilience of Nypa fruticans in relation to the physicochemical properties of its environment.” Where is the quantifiable resilience in the text?
· Abstract should be at par with the main text. 

· “Macrofauna species exhibited tolerance to environmental fluctuations but showed sensitivity to pollution, which may lead to increased mortality and reduced biodiversity.” How to reach this conclusion?

· The abstract need refurbishing with main focus to nipa palm patch conservation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The study here shows 3 different patches of nipa palm, it is not clear from the given GIS picture that either these are nipa palm dominated forest patch or a heterogeneous forest community. Please try to elaborate it in methodology section and also the process of tree density estimation in details. Try to change all the “Feet” unit to meters unit. This is more acceptable to a wider group of readers. 
· “approximately 15 typhoons enter the region annually” add multiple references carefully
· The hydro and soil parameters were taken into consideration but not clear whether the parameters are for the nipa forest patch or nipa palm grows well in these environmental parameters. 
· The table 1 seems to be obscure and misleading to me please change the units and clarify. 

· The maps lack basic scale, legend and north arrow positions. 
· “The (12) twelve macro-fauna species (Table 5) that can be found in the study area are mostly organisms that can tolerate and thrive within these standards of environment, within the permissible limit of these physicochemical parameters.” Cite reference against the statement. 
· “Soil conditions were considered to affect nipa height; therefore, principal component analysis (PCA) was conducted to elucidate the relationships among soil properties. As a result, three factors were extracted (Matsui 2016).  The importance of humans and a variety of coastal organisms has been well documented (Polidoro, 2010).” WHERE IS THE PCA RESULT?? 
· CITE THE MAP PLATFORM SOURCES PROPERLY.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please thoroughly check the reference section and add up-to-date references. 
	

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


	Yes, but check and rectify the grammar and silly mistakes throughout the text and tables
	

	Optional/General comments


	NEED MAJOR CHANGES. TRY TO ADD LINE NUMBERS FROM NEXT TIME IN THE MAIN DOC FILE. IT HELPS EVERYONE. 
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