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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 case study focusing on the relationship between Landscape Patterns and Nearshore Water Quality serves a purpose of scientific validation for what we know about the topic. Focusing on a lake with high significance to the local community adds depth to why we need to understand how different variables play into account and why we need to care. The findings of this study provides essential information for effective nearshore landscape planning and water quality management in Erhai Lake.
	

	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 needs a complete rewriting from the background to methods and conclusions. It is also an exact copy of what is written in the conclusion section. Build up a story and explain your findings concisely. Include the limitations of this story as well.
	

	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.
	No, the references are not sufficient. Many statements in the results section is missing citations and references.
	


Review Form 3


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it is sufficient.
	

	Optional/General comments
	1. The general location map of the lake that highlights where in China this lake is located at is missing.
2. On second paragraph for 2.2 DATA AND PRE-PROCESSING, Provide more details about the time interval in between different samples and highlight which ones were collected every three days and which ones were on two week intervals. It also says the water was sampled at two depths separated by 50 centimetres but doesn’t mention at what depth each of those are.
3. Throughout the paper, the full form of acronyms start in small letters instead of capital.
4. Some acronyms (for example Redundancy Analysis in 2.3.2.) is explained twice. Pearson Correlation Analysis isn’t provided an acronym.
5. Table 1, Units for each variables is missing.
6. In paragraph 3.1, explain what the different values of water quality parameters indicate (with references).
7. On 3.2, rewrite the first sentences so that it doesn’t start with figure number.
8. Figure 4: legend for what the different colours represent is missing (Make sure the colour shade of each landscape is consistent throughout the paper.)
9. Explain what the X and Y axis in the figures represent in figure captions. Since figure 4 has different charts in it, name each chart (a,b,c,d..) and cite them in your text explanation.
10. More explanation on why the axis are set at what they are at is needed on figure 5. Name each of the charts and walk the audience through what they are looking at.
11. Figure 6, units are missing again and a lot of the plots are barely visible. Use a more friendly colour scheme. Also name the different charts and explain what you are trying to show.
12. Same as previous comments for figure 7 and 8.
13. In conclusion, do not write sentences in past tense. Do not separate your findings in key points, instead explain how you got to the conclusion in paragraphs. Instead of saying what the next research will look like, explain the gaps and limitations in your research.
14. The reference is not arranged in alphabetical and chronological order.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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