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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	1. It provides a holistic understanding of the interconnected methods used to evaluate and improve water quality.

2. This review bridges the gap between traditional assessment techniques and modern treatment innovations.

3. This work contributes to advancing knowledge in environmental science and guiding effective water management practices worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article 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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article comprehensive

1. Abstract are not representative of the article’s main points.

2. Please do not use the abbreviations in the abstract section.

3. Abstract are not effectively summarizing the purpose, key findings, and implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript scientifically, correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references sufficient and recent.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Abstract are not representative of the article’s main points.

2. Please do not use the abbreviations in the abstract section.

3. Please use keywords that are more relevant to the search topic.
4. Abstract are not effectively summarizing the purpose, key findings, and implications.

5. Introduction does not clearly define the scope and objectives of the review.

6. There is no well-justified for the importance of integrated water quality assessment and treatment.

7. There are no gaps in the available literature and the rationale for this review.

8. Discuss traditional and emerging approaches to assessing and addressing water quality.

9. The manuscript is considered logically unorganized, as there are no transitions between sections as a coherent sequence.

10. The manuscript does not clearly discuss the strengths, weaknesses, and challenges of current approaches.

11. Please identify key trends, emerging technologies, and future research directions.

12. The manuscript lacks clear and informative tables and figures.

13. Future research directions are not clearly defined.

14. In my view, the manuscript did not fill an important knowledge gap, but rather provided a summary of fragmented researches.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No.
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