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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.


	This manuscript is highly significant for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive quantification and projection of wastewater generation and pollutant loads in a rapidly urbanizing coastal region of Vietnam. The study integrates data from domestic, industrial, aquaculture, port, agricultural, and stormwater sources, which offers valuable insights into the drivers of water pollution and their future trajectories. Importantly, the findings highlight emerging concerns such as aquaculture intensification, heavy metals, and microplastics, underscoring the urgent need for integrated governance and advanced wastewater treatment. These insights not only benefit Vietnam but also serve as a model for other coastal regions globally facing similar sustainability challenges
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Generate Wastewater in Coastal Regions of Ba Ria – Vung Tau, Southern of Vietnam” is not entirely clear or grammatically correct.
Suggested title:
“Wastewater Generation and Pollutant Loads in Coastal Regions of Ba Ria–Vung Tau, Southern Vietnam: Current Status and Future Projections.”
	

	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 is comprehensive, clearly summarizing the objectives, methods, findings, and implications of the study. However, it could be strengthened by:

· Explicitly mentioning the methodological framework used for estimation and projection.

· Briefly including quantitative results for aquaculture and stormwater runoff (not only domestic and industrial wastewater).

· Condensing some sentences to improve readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. The methodology is clearly presented with equations, coefficients, and national standards referenced appropriately. The results are consistent with the methods and well-discussed in relation to global literature. The conclusions are logical, highlighting both current conditions and future challenges. Minor improvements could be made by:

· Expanding on uncertainties or limitations in projections.

· Clarifying assumptions in pollutant coefficients for aquaculture and livestock.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include recent works (2023–2025), which strengthen the paper’s relevance. However, additional references from global wastewater governance frameworks (e.g., UNEP/WHO guidelines, IPCC reports on water and coastal impacts) could broaden the international perspective.
	

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


	The English language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, some sections (title, minor grammatical issues, redundancies) could benefit from language polishing for clarity and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are well-organized but could benefit from clearer captions that summarize key findings.

· The discussion effectively links findings to policy and technology, but could add recommendations for local stakeholders (e.g., aquaculture farmers, port authorities).

· Consider highlighting the One Health implications (public health, ecosystems, economy) more explicitly.
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