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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 synthesizes four decades of evidence on wastewater management, integrating engineering, environmental, governance, and public health perspectives into a single framework. 

· It provides the scientific community with a consolidated reference to understand systemic challenges and technological opportunities. 

· By linking infrastructure gaps with ecological and population-level impacts, it supports more informed research, policy, and innovation. 

· Overall, it offers a strong foundation for advancing sustainable sanitation strategies globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Invisible Infrastructure: A Systematic Review of Wastewater Management in the Philippines (1982–2025)

	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive, well-structured, and scientifically informative. It clearly states the objective, methods, scope, and principal findings, and it effectively communicates the relevance of the study for environmental management and public health. However, a few refinements could improve clarity:  

1.-Specify the review type explicitly (e.g., “systematic review with narrative synthesis”).

2.-Reduce methodological detail slightly (database list may be shortened to “major scientific databases and gray sources”).

3.-Add one quantitative headline finding to strengthen impact (e.g., national treatment coverage estimate).

4.-Shorten the final sentence to make the conclusion more direct and policy-oriented.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually well-constructed. The definitions, theoretical framing, and interpretation of wastewater systems, treatment processes, and environmental impacts. 

However, a few improvements would strengthen scientific rigor: clearer reporting of the search strategy for reproducibility, inclusion of a formal study-quality assessment tool, and stronger differentiation between empirical evidence and gray literature. These refinements would enhance methodological transparency and increase confidence in the robustness of the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally sufficient, relevant, and multidisciplinary, covering engineering, environmental science, public health, and policy dimensions. It includes both foundational sources and recent publications (2020–2025), which supports the manuscript’s temporal scope and credibility. The inclusion of institutional and regulatory documents (e.g., from the World Health Organization and World Bank) is appropriate and strengthens contextual validity, especially for governance and infrastructure analyses.
However, some improvements are recommended:

Add more global comparative studies on wastewater systems in developing countries to situate findings internationally.

Remove duplicates and standardize citation format.

Recent systematic reviews on decentralized wastewater treatment technologies.

Global assessments of wastewater treatment coverage and SDG-6 progress.


	

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


	Yes, the language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, formal, and uses appropriate scientific terminology consistent with international academic standards. Sentence structure is mostly coherent, and technical concepts are communicated effectively. 

Minor improvements recommended:

· Revise occasional long sentences to improve readability and precision.

· Standardize verb tense (prefer past tense for methods and results; present tense for established knowledge).

· Check article usage (“the,” “a,” “an”) and prepositions, as these are common minor issues in academic English.

· Ensure consistency in technical terminology throughout the manuscript.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant and globally significant topic, offering a well-integrated synthesis of wastewater management research across technical, environmental, and governance dimensions. Its interdisciplinary scope and long-term perspective make it a valuable contribution to both regional and international scholarship. The structure is logical, the arguments are coherent, and the conclusions are supported by the literature reviewed.

To further enhance impact, the authors may consider strengthening methodological transparency and emphasizing transferable lessons applicable beyond the case-study context. With minor revisions focused on clarity, concision, and analytical emphasis, the manuscript has strong potential for publication in a high-quality journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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