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	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.

	The manuscript addresses an important and regionally relevant issue: the impact of human-induced cultural stresses on lentic water bodies in Imphal, Manipur. By integrating physico-chemical parameters, sediment analysis, and macrophyte diversity with socio-economic use patterns, the study contributes valuable baseline information for wetland and pond management in Northeast India. Such site-specific studies are important for informing community-based and integrated water resource management strategies. The findings may also serve as comparative reference data for similar lentic systems in other developing regions.
	

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

	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the content of the chapter. It clearly indicates both the stressors (cultural stresses) and the study system (lentic water bodies of Imphal, Manipur). No change is strictly necessary, although minor refinement could improve clarity (e.g., specifying “community ponds” if desired).
	

	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 is comprehensive and includes key findings related to water chemistry, sediment characteristics, macrophyte diversity, and anthropogenic pressures. However, it would benefit from minor editing for clarity and conciseness, and from explicitly stating the number of study sites and the applied methodology in a more structured manner.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of study design, sampling approach, and use of standard analytical methods (APHA). The interpretation of physico-chemical parameters and their linkage to anthropogenic activities is generally reasonable and consistent with limnological principles. While the study is largely descriptive, this is acceptable given its baseline and applied nature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list includes both classical and recent literature relevant to aquatic ecology, limnology, and wetland studies. While some older references are used, they are appropriate for conceptual grounding. Inclusion of a few additional recent regional or international studies on cultural eutrophication and community-managed ponds could further strengthen the manuscript, but the current reference set is adequate.
	

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

	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical errors, typographical issues, and inconsistent formatting are present throughout the manuscript. These issues do not obscure meaning but would benefit from careful language editing before final publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript would be strengthened by a clearer separation between results and discussion, and by brief quantification of sampling period and seasonality. Tables are informative but could be formatted more consistently.

Recommendation
Accept with Minor Revision
The manuscript is scientifically robust, methodologically sound, and clearly written, with strong regional relevance and clear applied value. The study provides coherent baseline data on physico-chemical characteristics, sediment quality, and macrophyte diversity of lentic water bodies under cultural stress. Only very minor revisions related to language polishing, formatting consistency, and minor clarity improvements are recommended, none of which affect the scientific integrity or conclusions of the chapter.
Overall Editorial Tone Summary
This chapter represents a solid, well-structured descriptive and applied contribution to the field of freshwater ecology and sustainable water resource management. The integration of ecological parameters with community use patterns adds practical relevance for management and conservation. With minor editorial refinements, the manuscript is fully suitable for publication in the proposed edited volume.
	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical issues are identified. The study involves environmental sampling and observational data, with no involvement of human subjects or sensitive data.
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