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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.


	Analysing hydrochemistry of the groundwater is really important as it reveals the groundwater quality. It highlights the necessity of multidisciplinary approach to be more accurate in the results. And these results will help policy makers in finding sustainable solutions. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, 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.


	I suggest that more concrete results such as percentage should be mentioned in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, clear scientific methods, calculations and results are seen in the paper but there is a considerable issue about not mentioning the references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are quite recent and more or less sufficient.
	

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


	The language quality of the paper is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The structure is great but some corrections are to be brought up a bit about putting some paragraph in the right section.
The figures, tables and references are to mention in the redaction to make it scientifically more coorect.
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