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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 is relevant to scientific community in that it assessed the quality of water used for recreational purpose. Good water quality is indispensable for the sustainance of good health. Assurance of good water quality for recreational use through this manuscript will enhance good health.
	
Water is an essential resource for all living beings, serving various purposes including industrial use, agriculture, domestic needs, electricity generation, irrigation, fishing, and recreational activities. 

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

	It is very suitable.
	
Thank you 

	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 not comprehensive. It left out some of the important aspects of the methodology. The statistical tool employed in comparing the quality of water at four sites was not mentioned.
	
Checked 

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	It is scientifically correct.
	Thank you 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are not sufficient and some of them are outdated.
	
New references have been added 

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

	
The quality of the English language is O. K. However, the paragraphing is too short with many floating sentences that should have been put together in a paragraph.



	
All the paragraphs have been thoroughly checked 

	Optional/General comments

	
Furthermore, instead writing out the details of how each of the physico-chemical parameters that was carried out, the author(s) should have cited the standard references used. Likewise, the results would have been better presented in three sub-headings as water quality index, Microbiological analysis and Biochemical analysis instead of stating the results in disjointed formats.


	

Thank you for the suggestion















	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
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