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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.


	Such studies, based on sample collection and analysis, would add to the existing literature, especially African studies, which are limited. The author has demonstrated diligence in sample collection procedures and in maintaining controlled laboratory conditions for the measurement of various parameters. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title justifies the manuscript
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the analysis is based on scientific methods
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A number of references can be added such as
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Yala, J. F., Moundounga, H. K., Pambo-Pambo, A. B., Mabika, R. M., Minko, E. S., Lepengué, A. N., & Souza, E. A. (2017). Evaluation of physicochemical and bacteriological pollution of some water bodies of Franceville (Gabon). J. Biodivers. Environ. Sci, 11, 365-375.
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Komara, M. L., & Bangoura, K. (2024). Physicochemical and Bacteriological Parameters of the. Inland Waters-Ecology, Limnology, and Environmental Protection: Ecology, Limnology, and Environmental Protection, 101.


	

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


	Several substantive and stylistic issues need to be addressed to enhance the scientific robustness, clarity, and academic quality of the work. The manuscript requires substantial language editing to meet academic writing standards. Several expressions, such as “rubbish dumps,” should be replaced with more formal alternatives, such as “garbage dumps” or “solid waste disposal sites.” Additionally, typographical and stylistic inconsistencies (for example, the incorrect use of “al.” instead of “et al.”) must be corrected. Comprehensive proofreading is necessary to ensure clarity, coherence, and adherence to scholarly writing norms.

Certain scientific terms and specific nouns, such as brooks, June, December, directions, and similar geographic features, should be italicized in accordance with standard academic and scientific formatting conventions. Consistency in these elements contributes to the overall professionalism of the manuscript. References, e.g., the population of Forécariah Centre was estimated at 21.670 in 2016.  In Million or what?

(at minus 10o C)   It should be °C

The reference to “classical bacteriological techniques” is unclear and requires elaboration. The author should specify which standard methods were employed, supported by citations from recognized methodological sources or guidelines.

Portions of the methodology section are written in an instructional, second-person tone, which is inappropriate for academic reporting. The description of procedures should consistently reflect actions undertaken by the researcher, using the past tense and an objective narrative style. For example, instead of:
“Using sterile forceps, take the filter, place it in a sterile Petri dish, and wash it with sterile distilled water…”
the sentence should be revised to:
“The filter was handled using sterile forceps, placed in a sterile Petri dish, and rinsed with sterile distilled water…”
Such revisions will align the manuscript with accepted scholarly conventions for reporting experimental procedures.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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