

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Current Research on Geography, Earth Science and Environment

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_5683

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Quality of Water of Futala Lake, Nagpur City, Maharastra, India

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter




Special note:

A research paper already published in a journal can be published as a Book Chapter in an expanded form with proper copyright approval. 
 (
Source Article: 
This chapter is an extended version of the article published by the same author(s) in the following journal. 
To Chemistry Journal
, 
7
, 
2020
.
Available:
 
https://www.purkh.com/abstract/analysis-of-futala-lake-water-nagpur-city-maharastra-india-62334.html
 
)



	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.

	Timely water quality analysis is always cruitial to track the pollution level and raise local awareness about environmental issues. Relevant aouthorities can refer to these studies to detect trends and make decisions for sustainable water resource management. And these studies provide foundational data for future researches. 
	

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

	It’s a general titile. Better to specify as an assessment or Analysis.
	

	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 shows a commendable effort to relate findings to established water quality standards and highlights concerns relevant to the local environment, but lacks the details regarding the total number of samples, exact sampling locations and sampling frequency. And as the results show significant differences between the water quality parameters at different sites, it's important to discuss the potential sources of these differences, such as urbanization or industrial activities.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The methodology section should be expanded to include detailed procedures, sampling design, and instrumentation used. Also, the use of clearer scientific terminology is necessary. The use of APHA methods is appropriate, but the lack of details on instrument calibration, detection limits, and validation procedures slightly reduces confidence in the accuracy and reliability of the analytical results. Also, it’s better to describe how missing data were handled, and whether any normalization or transformation steps applied prior to statistical analysis. Using a Pearson correlation matrix is a good approach, but hadn’t interpret enough these correlation coefficients in depth. This leaves a unclear understanding of the strength and significance of relationships among the measured parameters.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are recent and sufficient. Suggestion:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/317580523_Classification_of_Spatial_Variability_of_Water_Quality_using_Absorption_and_Fluorescence_Spectra_A_Case_Study_on_Beira_Lake?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6Il9kaXJlY3QiLCJwYWdlIjoiX2RpcmVjdCJ9fQ 
	

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

	The study makes a commendable effort to relate findings to established water quality standards and highlights concerns relevant to the local environment. But the chapter requires major revisions in sentence construction to improve clarity and ambiguous words should be corrected to maintain the scientific integrity of the research.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
The chapter appropriately follows APHA (1998) guidelines by collecting water samples in the morning using plastic containers, but lack of detail regarding the total number of samples, exact sampling locations, sampling frequency, and whether samples were taken from varying depths or multiple points around the lake raises questions about how representative the dataset truly is. Without this information, it is difficult to assess whether the spatial and temporal variability of Futala Lake was adequately captured, and whether the results can be generalized across the entire water body.

	





	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)
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