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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.


	By filling a major knowledge gap in the marine phycology of the Mediterranean Sea, particularly along the little-studied Libyan coast, this manuscript makes a vital contribution.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Given that it clearly states that it is Part II and focuses on Phaeophyta, the current title is accurate and understandable.  Nonetheless, it could be made more interesting, straightforward, and concise for a high-impact journal; alternatively, it could be "An Updated Floristic Checklist of Brown Macroalgae (Phaeophyta) from the Tukra–Tolmetha Coastal Stretch, Libya. Part II."
	

	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's current scope is accurate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study provides novel and valuable insights into the floristic composition of brown algae (Phaeophyta) in northeastern Libya, a largely uncharted Mediterranean region.   The claims are supported by excellent taxonomic detail in the Results section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are
	

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


	Although the article's language and English quality are generally acceptable for scholarly communication, it still needs some editing and polishing to meet the high standards required for clarity, precision, and formality in a peer-reviewed journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The document states that Cystoseira species are foundation species and indicators of the health of Mediterranean coastal ecosystems due to their sensitivity to pollution and climate change.   It is recommended that authors acknowledge the ongoing taxonomic revisions in the field of brown algae in order to maintain consistency in their manuscripts.
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