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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 manuscript reports on an important and emerging issue worldwide. The authors have indicated that they collected water samples from 50 points worldwide, but they have not provided data on the specific points (cities, counties, or sites). Their results too are devoid of this as is the discussion. Authors need to discuss this providing reference sources for their discussion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable
	

	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.


	Abstract is okay though the other sections need to support this.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are a lot of issues that need to be worked on. The statement of the problem and objectives need to be combined with the introduction to enhance coherence and readability. This way, the background information, and statement (if supported with references) will lead to the formulation of study objectives.
In the methodology, authors have indicated that sampling was done in 50 sites across Europe, North America, Asia and Africa. They should provide more information these and sampling procedures in each continent. Also, they should describe the characteristics of each site (especially) regionally since a rural area in Europe will be exposed to different characteristics from that in Africa. Same as industrial and urban areas. 

Even as the results may be combined, which may not give a true picture of what is happening, they should reflect the regional divide. 
The discussion has not been referenced even by one reference.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors have provided quite a lot of references. However, only three (Chauhan et al., 2019; Rani & Shanker, 2020; Saikia et al., 2018) appear in text and reference list. These two; Sikiru et al., 2022 and Kajitvichyanukul et al., 2022) appear in text but not in the reference list. Further all the rest in the reference list appear nowhere in the text. Authors should revise this anomaly.
	

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


	It is good but grammatical errors should be checked.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A major revision
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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