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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 paper presents an analysis of the physicochemical properties of Lake Waithou water, a topic of high relevance due to the importance of surface water resources
	

	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 is comprehensive 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The work is methodologically sound and the data appear reliable. However, the study lacks a conceptual framework and is largely limited to presenting descriptive results without deeper interpretation or synthesis
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Not enough references should be updated 
	

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

	

Yes the langage is correct 


	

	Optional/General comments

	
Major Concerns:

Sampling Methodology: The paper states that water samples were collected from four sites but omits the critical rationale for their selection and spatial distribution. A justification for site division (based on potential pollution gradients, inflow/outflow locations, or habitat types) is essential for interpreting the results.

Lack of Depth: The manuscript primarily lists chemical results without synthesizing them into insights. The work is currently descriptive and does not advance understanding beyond a basic characterization.

Suggestions for Improvement:

Clearly articulate the logic behind the sampling strategy.

Move beyond description by linking the physicochemical data to the specific characteristics or hypothesized pressures at each site.

Employ statistical analyses (ANOVA, PCA) to test for significant spatial differences or correlations, or use spatial mapping to visualize patterns. This would transform a data report into a meaningful ecological or environmental assessment.
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	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? 
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