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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community. This is because, it provides data that can be used by environmental protection agencies to take valuable decisions regarding environmental protection within the study area. The data generated, when refined, can also be useful for enlightening the general public in the study area on SDG 6: clean water and sanitation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article 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.
	The abstract of the article is NOT comprehensive. The researcher(s) need to be more clear on the specific sampling method used in the sampling locations, methods of measuring/analyzing each physico-chemical parameter and the specific WQI method used (NSFWQI, CCMEWQI, OWQI or, WAWQI).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. It is not clear whether it is surface (‘river’) water samples or groundwater samples from the study areas that were analyzed. Figure 2 and the paragraph preceding it suggests the samples are from the river(s) but the titles of Table 1 and 2 suggest that the samples were groundwater samples. What samples exactly, were analyzed?

2. The specific materials and methodology used for analyzing the samples were not stated. The specific WQI method used was also not stated.

3. The interpretation of the results gotten are not in line with any of the verified WQI assessment methods.

4. Statistical analysis of the data generated was not done.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All but one of the references are outdated (not within ten years from date). Many more references can be gotten from recent research within the last ten years to replace most of the references provided.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	There is a significant number of grammatical errors. The researcher(s) need to run a grammatical check/proof reading on the manuscript.
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