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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.

	This study supports the development of integrated management strategies that balances economic development with environmental monitoring and protection
The study is important because it highlights the critical roles of the great lakes and connecting waterways.
It shed light on environmental challenges like arsenic contamination from past industrial herbicide production along the Menomonee river. 
	

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

	No
Waterways interconnections: The st Lawrence seaway and Western great lakes ecosystem. 
	

	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.

	No
The abstract exceeded 300 words
There is no aims and objectives of the study as well as meaningful conclusion in the abstract.
Make it brief and clear, provide aims and objectives with reasonable conclusion to give it sense of direction. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes
	

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

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

	

Yes


	

	Optional/General

	

The abstract exceeded 300 words make it short and clear with well defined aims and objectives of the study.
There should be a clear aims and objectives of the study at introduction.
Redundancy and over-citations of single sources like[4],[13],[14] and [17] that were cited more than 5 times need to be addressed.
Separate summary from conclusion because conclusion should not have references.
Provide workable recommendations to relevant authority and policy makers.
Some references did not comply with APA referencing style like year of publication in bracket, full stop after the bracket and the name of the journal italicized. 
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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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