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	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.


	This study contributes valuable insights into the hydrogeochemical characterization of groundwater in southeastern Côte d'Ivoire. It applies a multi-disciplinary approach, integrating hydrochemical data, geochemical analysis of rocks, and stability diagrams to understand groundwater mineralization. The findings are significant for groundwater quality management, particularly in tropical coastal zones where water-rock interactions play a crucial role. This paper offers a scientifically sound foundation for future water resource studies and practical water quality monitoring in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate. However, a clearer and more focused version might be:
"Geochemical Contribution to the Understanding of Groundwater Mineralization in Southeastern Coastal Côte d'Ivoire".
	

	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 effectively summarizes the methods and key findings. However, some clarity improvements are recommended:

The phrase “giving groundwater...facies” is quite technical; consider simplifying for a broader readership.

Add a sentence on the implications of the findings (e.g., relevance for water quality management).

Correct minor grammar issues (e.g., “They are well oxygenated and poorly mineralized” could be revised for flow).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. The integration of hydrochemical and rock geochemistry is well executed. The use of Korjinski diagrams and imbalance indices adds depth to the analysis. However, a few improvements are advised:

Explain some technical terms (e.g., Korjinski diagrams, imbalance index) briefly in the main text for accessibility.

Consider improving the clarity and structure of certain sections, particularly the Materials and Methods and Results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are mostly sufficient and relevant. Many are foundational or regional studies. However, the inclusion of more recent international studies on groundwater geochemistry (post-2015) could broaden the manuscript’s global relevance.
	

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


	Generally understandable, but there are frequent grammar issues, awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies in tense and punctuation. A thorough language edit is strongly recommended to improve clarity and flow. Example: 

“They are well oxygenated and poorly mineralized, in line with a recognized chemical trait in the country.” → “The groundwater is well oxygenated and exhibits low mineralization, consistent with regional hydrochemical characteristics.”


	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are helpful, but could benefit from better formatting and captions.

Figure 5 could be split into subfigures for clarity.

Ensure all figures and tables are referred to in the text in order.
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