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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.


	The manuscript is a record of water quality analysis providing basic informations, with seldom importance  to carry over any scientific quiver to the readers. Several articles of similar data collection have been reported and published for many years. No recent  developed technical aspects or software usage like GIS mapping, SPSS correlation have been incorporated, to make the manuscript more updated.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	OK
	

	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.


	In 2.2, it is mentioned as the sample collection was done for 2 years. But the number of samples per season is not drafted. 
In 2.3, general statements are made (2 and 3 sentences), which should be avoided.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is no scientific temper in the manuscript. It is just a documentation work, lacking research. Any PWD, TWAD, CWC will do these analyses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Except two recent references, all others are more than 5 years back reference. That too, one reference is way back to 1967. 
	

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


	Several typographical and few grammatical errors could be read throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The overall benefit or impact of the manuscript upon the readers is of no significance to enhance their scientific temperament. The manuscript suggests the derived data with incomplete procedures with inappropriate comparisons. There is no comparison of the author’s results with the previous reports on water quality of this lake, if at all  unavailable, must have been mentioned.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NIL
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