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	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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it highlights current challenges in wastewater turbidity monitoring and offers promising solutions to improve treatment processes. The proposed approaches, such as the integration of the Internet of Things (IoT) and artificial intelligence (AI), can significantly improve the accuracy and efficiency of real-time measurements. However, in order to draw sound conclusions, it is important to provide quantitative indicators of the effectiveness of different methods, as well as to investigate their correlation with other water quality parameters in more detail. The generalised conclusions need to be supported by specific empirical data, which will allow for more practical recommendations for the actual use of technologies in the field of water treatment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think I would change the topic a little bit. In the title, instead of evaluation, I introduced monitoring. Improved of Waste Water treatment based on intelligent turbidity monitoring
	

	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 annotation is too short. At least extend it to 1500 characters. In my opinion, the abstract lacks specific conclusions on the effectiveness of the methods considered and their impact on improving wastewater treatment. The practical application of the results for water treatment systems could also be mentioned, and it would be even more interesting for researchers if the results were broken down by region or country.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript was prepared in accordance with the requirements of scientific rigour and academic integrity. But there are some points where it could be formatted to look better
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All references in the paper to other works are old. Today, many scholars in this field have already published new scientific works on the subject. I advise the author to review the sources from Scopus in the introduction, for example, for the last 5-10 years.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Highlights the novelty of the problem of wastewater turbidity monitoring and offers promising solutions based on the Internet of Things and artificial intelligence. Needs more quantitative data to support the conclusions. Suggested title: ‘Improving wastewater treatment based on intelligent turbidity monitoring’.

Too short an abstract that is not clear; should be expanded to at least 1500 characters, including clear conclusions, practical application and regional relevance.

Adheres to academic rigour, but needs better formatting and methodological details. Mostly outdated in the introduction; should include the latest sources indexed in Scopus (last 5 years) to enhance the credibility of the work.
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