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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 following work explores the critical assessment of wastewater treatment together with pollution monitoring systems in Lagos as a solution to urban problems including fast-growing populations and poor infrastructure which leads to environmental deterioration. The manuscript showcases successful water management models from different global scenarios to extend beneficial concepts that help communities enhance their water management practices. Community engagement methods and circular economy principles enable a complete approach toward water sustainability since they transform wastewater from a waste material into an opportunity. This research advances scientific discussions about sustainable urban water management while demonstrating that interdisciplinary partnerships with local innovations remain vital for solving complex environmental problems.
	

	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 properly presents the water treatment opportunities and obstacles in Lagos although it needs more detailed information about planning technologies along with their environmental effects and health benefits. The abstract's strength would increase through a short explanation of stakeholder collaboration and potential public-private partnership avenues. The manuscript would benefit from a clearer explanation of projected results especially regarding better public health outcomes and sturdy water system infrastructure.
	

	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 need to add recent references like, https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10845914, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.inoche.2024.112611, https://doi.org/10.1002/slct.202400959, 10.2023/EJRI/202312001, etc.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The author should establish more precise explanations of specialized vocabulary to make the text accessible to wide-ranging readership.  

2. The study contains specific details in certain sections that might interrupt the main investigation track.  

3. A standard reference format throughout the manuscript will strengthen both credibility and professional appearance.  

4. The manuscript would benefit from visual illustrations about complex systems and concepts since they help readers better understand the information.  

5. The author lacks quantitative evidence which validates pollution assessment results and treatment effectiveness claims.  

6. The article requires additional explanatory details about how community involvement achieves its importance.  

7. The manuscript would gain additional value if it dedicated more attention to revealing both economic and societal effects of water management techniques.  

8. The manuscript would improve from incorporating discussions about potential risks along with challenges related to proposed technologies.  

9. The document would benefit from an exhaustive summary of essential recommendations which should serve to promote actionable insights.  
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