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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.

	While addressing the study need pertaining to water analysis and water monitoring, the current manuscript will benefit the scientific community. The current effort is significant since it will establish the water's purity and fitness for human consumption. The many factors that affect the quality of water were explained.

	

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

	yes
	

	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 does not include a summary of the methods used.

	

	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.
-
	References are not sufficient. There is a need for more references.

	

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

	

The authors should correct the grammatical and word usage concerns that are present in every section of the texts.



	

	Optional/General comments

	

Abstract: The abstract does not include a summary of the methods used.

Introduction: 
The references listed in the introduction are too outdated and do not follow conventional procedure, which calls for references that have been updated within the last five years. Furthermore, the introductory section needs backup references because the seven mentioned references are insufficient. The problem description and rationale for the work should be presented by the writers in an understandable manner.

Results and Discussion
The work's outcomes are excellent and neatly organised. Nevertheless, the manuscript is not well supported by the scientific findings and scholarly literature. 

Conclusion
The authors should correct the grammatical and word usage concerns that are present in every section of the texts.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)
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