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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 completely describes the important environmental and public health issue by assessing groundwater quality in case of coal mining–affected villages using the Weighted Arithmetic Water Quality Index (WAWQI) method. The study covers the ecologically sensitive areas like Arunachal Pradesh where coal mining impacts are underreported. The findings contribute to environmental sustainability and monitoring literature and may support in mining-affected regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is most probably suitable and reflects the content of this manuscript But a slightly change can improve clarity:

Suggested Title:

“Assessment and Characterization of Groundwater Quality Using Weighted Arithmetic Water Quality Index (WAWQI) in Coal Mining–Affected Villages of Namchik-Namphuk Coalfield, Arunachal Pradesh, 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 includes objectives, methodology, and findings adequately. But the following improvements are suggested:

1. Addition of acidification issue of low pH as it is a key point in this finding.

2. Include the collected household survey data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically. However, the following revisions can be done for the improvisation:

1. There are some negative values for pH appear in Table 3 of this manuscript. The calculation method should be rechecked or clarified.

2. The formula used in the WAWQI section is advised to be corrected for more clarity.

3. A small explanation is required as Justification for including parameters like DO and Oil & Grease in drinking water WQI.

4. Limits of BIS standard (acceptable vs permissible) should be clearly distinguished.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some recent references can be added related to mine water quality and environmental suitability.
	

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


	Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Some household survey data were conducted (114 households) during this project and also the maps and name of the villages are clearly mentioned so it is my advised to authors to please clarify whether informed consent was obtained and there should not be any issue related to any data included in this manuscript.
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