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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 makes an important contribution to the scientific community. Groundwater quality monitoring is crucial for ensuring sustainable water use, especially under pressures from climate change, urbanization, and agricultural demand.  Furthermore, the findings can be a valuable reference for policymakers, researchers, and practitioners working on groundwater sustainability in South Asia and other regions with similar hydrogeological contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Evaluation of Groundwater Quality Using Correlation and Regression Analysis from Shahapur Taluk, Northeastern Karnataka, India”, is clear and informative. I would suggest that it could be slightly shortened for better readability.
	

	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 and covers objectives, methods, and key findings. However, it would benefit from stating the number of parameters analyzed to highlight the robustness of the study.

Adding a concise concluding sentence that emphasizes the significance of the results for sustainable groundwater management.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with clear methodology, proper sampling (65 bore wells), and use of standard statistical techniques (correlation and regression analysis). The results are well interpreted with reference to prior studies. One improvement could be providing more discussion on the implications of regression outcomes for long-term groundwater management and potential mitigation measures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relatively recent, but adding more international references on groundwater quality modeling and regression methods can contribute to the quality of the paper. Also, I would suggest including references on sustainable groundwater management and climate resilience.
	

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


	The English is understandable and mostly suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic edits are recommended to improve clarity. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	With minor improvements in abstract focus, language polishing, and reference enrichment, it could be further strengthened.
This paper is valuable in the field it addresses, and for future studies on environmental protection and rehabilitation.
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