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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 presents a well-structured and integrated assessment of longitudinal water quality variation along the Pamba River, a critical tropical river system in southwest India. By explicitly comparing hydrologically contrasting highland and lowland stretches using univariate statistics, multivariate analyses, and a Water Quality Index approach, the study advances understanding of spatial water quality gradients in monsoon-influenced river basins. The work is scientifically valuable as it combines classical river ecology concepts with modern statistical tools to elucidate geomorphological and anthropogenic controls on water quality. The findings provide an important baseline for long-term river monitoring and support evidence-based river basin management and conservation planning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is appropriate, descriptive, and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and spatial focus of the study.

Optional alternative (not mandatory):
“Longitudinal Variation in Physicochemical Water Quality along the Pamba River, Southwest 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 is comprehensive, well written, and clearly summarizes the objectives, methods, major findings, and implications of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. Sampling design, analytical methods, and statistical approaches are appropriate and well justified. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is comprehensive and includes a good balance of classical foundational literature and recent studies (up to 2025).
	

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

	Yes. The manuscript is written in clear and coherent academic English.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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