

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Sustainable Water Resource Management: Issues, Challenges & Solutions

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6912.17

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	MACROPHYTIC VEGETATION OF HIDENKOMPAT LAKE, BISHNUPUR MANIPUR

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter





	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.

	This manuscript is significant to the scientific community Because 
1-It offers baseline, long-term ecological data on macrophyte diversity and phytosociology from a relatively unstudied freshwater wetland in Northeast India,
2- Wetland vegetation dynamics and early eutrophication indicators are better understood thanks to the thorough documentation of species composition, growth forms, and dominance patterns. 
3-Planning for biodiversity conservation, tracking ecological change over time, and comparative limnological studies all depend on such region-specific data.
 4-Additionally, the study is a useful resource for future research that integrates management-oriented, chemical, and biological approaches to sustainable freshwater ecosystem management and wetland restoration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is generally suitable how ever to give it more scientific touch and impression of precision it can be revised as “Phytosociological Assessment of Macrophytic Vegetation in Hidenkompat Lake, Bishnupur, Manipur”
	

	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 article's abstract is largely comprehensive since it explains the study area, length of investigation, sampling technique, key findings on macrophyte diversity, dominant species, growth-form classification, and Nonetheless, a few enhancements are suggested. A concise description of the study's goal or research gap, outlining the necessity of the investigation, would improve the abstract. Furthermore, by clearly stating the ecological implications—such as the risk of eutrophication or the necessity of conservation and management—the abstract's conclusion could be strengthened. To improve readability and focus, some minor reductions could be made by condensing detailed numerical ranges, which are more suitable for the results section.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript followed  accepted principles and methods of aquatic ecology and phytosociology, so it  is scientifically correct in general. It is methodologically sound and scientifically valid to employ standard quadrat sampling, use established parameters like frequency, density, abundance, and Importance Value Index (IVI), and appropriately classify macrophytes into growth forms. The work's scientific validity is further reinforced by species identification and comparison with earlier regional studies.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The refrences are relevant but not latest . No refrence has been given after 2020 .Some recent refrences are given below 
Hossain, M. F., Chowdhury, G., Nabil, T. A., Hossain, A., Bhuyain, S., Mithi, M. M. F., ... & Hossen, A. (2024). Diversity, Abundance, and Seasonal Variation of Aquatic Macrophytes in Southeastern Bangladesh. Asian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Research, 26(7), 55-66.

Majeed, L. R., Sharma, D., Rautela, K. S., & Kumar, M. (2025). Sustainable agriculture, aquaculture and phytoremediation through freshwater macrophytes: a comprehensive review of mineral uptake, soil health, and water quality dynamics. Discover Water, 5(1), 1.
	

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

	

The language of the text should be mor professional and academic tone 







	

	Optional/General comments

	

Over all text it satafactory however can be improved 
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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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