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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.


	This issue is very common in developing countries and is the subject of extensive research that is of great interest to the scientific community. In developing countries, several thousand people die every day from drinking unsafe water due to physico-chemical contamination and waterborne viruses. Assessing physico-chemical and biochemical water-borne risks is therefore crucial for defining preventive measures. This is the focus of the study presented in this article.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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. All the parameters analyzed in this article, as well as the results obtained, are clearly set out in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific structure of the article is sound, as is the methodology employed. However:

-    Regarding the Results section: the three paragraphs preceding the actual presentation of the results do not belong in this section but rather in the introduction. Moreover, the points mentioned in this section have already been covered in the introduction. I therefore suggest that these three paragraphs, which are redundant, be simply removed and that the presentation of the results begin immediately.

-    The WHO guidelines on drinking water quality are the benchmark for drinking water safety. Today, nearly 70 parameters are used to monitor water quality. The author should not have limited themselves to just four physico-chemical parameters. The author could have supplemented their analyses with other organoleptic parameters (colour, taste, odour, etc.), other physico-chemical parameters (hardness, chlorine, sulphates, organic matter, nitrates, etc.) and toxic substances such as heavy metals.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are sufficient references, and they are fairly recent.
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the article is very interesting and scientifically significant. However, a few minor corrections will need to be made to the results section of the paper.
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