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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 addresses a vital public health concern by investigating the quality of stored water in student hostels. It provides useful baseline data that can help university management improve water storage hygiene and prevent waterborne diseases. The author’s effort to highlight the risks of secondary contamination in poly-tanks is commendable and adds value to environmental microbiology research in the region. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and captures the essence of the study. However, there is a small typo in the word "SOTORED". Suggestion: Please correct it to "BACTERIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS OF WATER STORED..." for a professional appearance. 


	

	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 well-written and summarizes the study effectively. It successfully conveys the aim, methods, and main findings to the reader. You can add a graphical abstract to increase the study presentation. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific methodology adopted is sound and appropriate for the study objectives. The identification techniques (Gram staining, biochemical tests) are standard and well-executed. The results are presented clearly. A minor suggestion would be to briefly explain the use of the t-test in the methodology or results section, just to show how the comparison was made, but this does not detract from the validity of the findings. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and support the manuscript well.                                                              Note: Please double-check the reference Binibor et al. (2025) as the year 2025 seems to be in the future; it might be a typo for 2024 or 2015. Correcting this will improve the accuracy of your paper. 


	

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


	The English is generally good and the ideas are communicated clearly. There are a few minor typos (e.g., "Vatiican" instead of "Vatican", "bacteria contamination" instead of "bacterial"). A final proofread would make the excellent work shine even brighter. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a good study with practical implications. The absence of E. coli is a significant positive finding that should be highlighted as a success of the source water treatment. The discussion regarding Klebsiella and Staphylococcus is insightful. I encourage the author to continue this line of research as it is very beneficial for the community.
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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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