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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.


	Because it offers region-specific empirical data on groundwater and surface water quality in the Malwa region of Punjab—an area dealing with serious environmental and public health issues—this manuscript is noteworthy to the scholarly community. The work advances knowledge of water quality degradation in agriculturally and industrially challenged areas by emphasizing pH as a crucial indicator associated with several physicochemical characteristics. Policymakers, hydrologists, and environmental scientists can use the results to detect patterns of contamination and potential risk factors for ecological and human health. The research also contributes to the expanding corpus of data required for sustainable water management and regulatory decision-making in emerging nations.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Evaluation of pH-Driven Physicochemical Changes in Surface and Groundwater in the Malwa Region of Punjab, India
	

	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 has to be significantly revised because it is not entirely complete. It lacks a clear framework, is excessively long, repetitious, and combines background material with findings. 

Suggestions: 

1- Briefly describe the context and refrain from restating broad claims regarding pH and water quality. 
2- In one or two phrases, clearly define the study's goal or goals. 
3- Describe the study region, sample plan, and important analytical techniques in brief. 
4- Give precise, quantifiable results (e.g., ranges of pH, TDS, or values exceeding BIS/WHO limits). 
5- Eliminate general policy issues that belong in the Introduction, such as the SDGs and global industrial water use. 
6- Finish with a succinct summary that highlights the primary scientific contribution. 

Clarity, emphasis, and scientific impact will all be greatly enhanced by making these revisions to the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the manuscript has a number of methodological, interpretational, and presentation-related flaws that need to be fixed, it is partially accurate from a scientific standpoint. The study lacks precise information on sampling strategy, sample size, temporal coverage, and statistical analysis, despite the scientific validity of the general principles pertaining to pH, water quality indices, and contamination sources. There are occasional overgeneralized conclusions that are not entirely supported by the data presented, a lack of quantitative discussion of the results, and discrepancies between parts (e.g., groundwater vs. wastewater focus). Therefore, significant revision is necessary to guarantee the findings' trustworthiness, internal consistency, and scientific rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Key citations that represent the most recent advancements in water quality assessment, multivariate analysis, and regional research pertinent to the Malwa region are absent from the current reference list, which is not up to date. There is little interaction with recent peer-reviewed research from the previous five to seven years, and a number of citations are out-of-date or unduly generic.

Suggestions for Improvements: 

1. Incorporate current regional water quality studies (2018–2024) that evaluate human impact and physicochemical characteristics in Punjab or nearby regions. 
2. Include methodological references for multivariate statistical methods that are frequently employed in studies on water quality, such as PCA and cluster analysis. 
3. Include up-to-date international recommendations and reviews, such as the most recent WHO updates on drinking water quality and the most recent developments in the evaluation of groundwater contamination. 
4. Provide comparative research that links pH to important pollutants and health consequences in comparable hydrogeological settings. 
	

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


	No, the manuscript's language and general English quality make it unsuitable for scholarly communication in its current state. The text's frequent grammatical mistakes, uneven use of tenses, repetition, ambiguous sentence structure, and incorrect scientific language all seriously impair readability and clarity. Sections also lack the precise wording and logical flow that are expected in peer-reviewed articles. Before the text can be considered for publication, extensive expert language editing is highly advised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an environmentally and socially important issue; however, it requires major revision before it can be considered suitable for publication. Greater coherence between objectives, methods, results, and conclusions is needed, along with clearer differentiation between groundwater, surface water, and wastewater analyses. The study would benefit from improved data presentation (tables/figures with proper captions), inclusion of basic statistical treatment, and stronger linkage of findings to existing literature. Finally, significant improvements in scientific writing, structure, and referencing are essential to enhance the manuscript’s credibility and impact.
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