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	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.


	· This manuscript provides valuable insights into the ecological health of Sawaga River by documenting its limited aquatic macrophyte those are bioindicator of environmental stress brought on by pollution and urbanization.  

· The results emphasize how urgently freshwater ecosystems need to be conserved, especially in areas like Bukidnon that are developing quickly and where rivers are subject to growing human pressures.
· In addition to addressing a significant gap in local biodiversity records by creating a baseline set of data, this study provides a comparative foundation for upcoming studies on tropical riverine ecosystems.
· Policymakers and local stakeholders working to strike a balance between development and ecological sustainability will find this work particularly important because it includes community-relevant implications, such as connections to waterborne illnesses and agricultural runoff.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Seems ok or more academic. Authors can identifies primary focus areas: diversity and conservation, while detailing the geographic context.

	

	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 presents a structured overview of the study, clearly outlining the objectives, methodology, and findings.   The author does not explicitly delineate the aim, introduction, methodology, study design, and results with distinct headings, as these components are generally considered to be included within the abstract. Italicized all taxa and remove Italic font from all authority names. Specified a common Hydrocotyle species instead of Hydrocotyle sp.. Remained concise while maintaining scientific accuracy.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The method used in the publication to evaluate the aquatic macrophyte diversity in the Sawaga River is solid scientifically. The transect walk method and descriptive design are suitable for the objectives of the study. The following enhancements are suggested:

-Clarify reproducibility, why different transect lengths (such as 240–373 meters) are used.

-Incorporate statistical analyses (such as ANOVA) to compare variations in diversity indices among locations.

-Instead of asserting classifications without references, cite the species' individual IUCN Red List entries (e.g., Pistia stratiotes).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The majority of the references are current (2014–2025) and pertinent. 
Remove tangential references (e.g., Gettys et al., 2014 on plant control).
Incorporate seminal works such as C.D. Sculthorpe (1967). For ecological background, see The Biology of Aquatic Vascular Plants.

Additional References include:
Bornette, G., & Puijalon, S. (2011). Response of aquatic plants to abiotic factors: a review (supports environmental stressor discussion).

Lacoul, P., & Freedman, B. (2006). Environmental influences on aquatic plants in freshwater ecosystems (contextualizes ecological implications).

	

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


	Although mostly appropriate, the language needs to be polished.
Fix awkward phrases (such as "treated the with highest respect" to "handled with utmost care").

Ensure that the taxa write in italics only viz. Hydrocotyle sp. And numerals for numbers ≥10.
Eliminate informal statement such as "the school is not accountable..."

	

	Optional/General comments


	Extend the methodology (statistical testing, transect reasoning). 
Check for IUCN citations and make reference updates.
Check for clarity, grammar, and consistency.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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