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	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.


	Assessing water quality and heavy metal pollution in rivers is essential for understanding the impacts of anthropogenic activities on aquatic ecosystems and safeguarding public health. Such studies provide a scientific basis for sustainable water resource management and effective pollution control strategies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest that the authors change the title to:
 (Physicochemical Water Quality and Heavy Metal Pollution Along the Maniyari River, Chhattisgarh, 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 generally well written; however, it lacks a critical point that should be added, namely the inclusion of numerical values or percentages indicating the extent to which heavy metals such as Pb and Cr exceed the permissible limits, which weakens the strength of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1- Materials and Methods
· There is a lack of sufficient methodological references, particularly regarding heavy metal analysis using AAS and the applied statistical analyses.

· The number of samples and replicates for each site and season is not clearly specified, which may affect the assessment of the statistical robustness of the results.

· A figure illustrating the sampling locations should be added, preferably a map showing the sampling sites along the river.

2- Results
· The results are presented descriptively; however, they lack adequate visual support, such as graphical representations illustrating the spatial and seasonal variation of heavy metals and physicochemical parameters.

· There are no direct comparative tables clearly showing the extent to which Pb and Cr exceed the permissible limits.

3- Discussion
· There is an overuse of references in some paragraphs without providing deeper scientific interpretation, making the discussion more descriptive than critically analytical.

· Some environmental interpretations are not directly linked to the numerical values presented in the Results section.


	

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


	

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


	The language is good.
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