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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.

	The manuscript addresses a relevant public health concern: the microbial quality of water stored in hostel tanks, a known but often overlooked source of secondary contamination. The study provides baseline data useful for institutional water safety planning. Given that students rely heavily on these tanks for daily activities, the findings have practical implications for hygiene and disease prevention.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title reflects the study content, but the spelling error “SOTORED” instead of “Stored” is a serious lapse. A typographical mistake in the title itself signals carelessness and inattentiveness in scientific communication, raising concerns about the overall rigor of manuscript preparation.
Suggested corrected title:
Bacteriological Analysis of Water Stored in Tanks in Selected Hostels in and Around C.K.T. UTAS Campus, Navrongo, Ghana.

	

	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 adequate but requires language polishing. Key methodological details (number of samples, number of hostels) should be stated explicitly. Several grammatical errors need correction. The conclusion should be more precise and avoid subjective phrasing such as “inappropriate for direct consumption.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The microbiological techniques used are standard, but the methodology is insufficiently described for reproducibility. Critical details such as incubation conditions, media preparation, and quality control procedures are missing. The authors also fail to cite any methodological references, which is essential for validation. A relevant reference supporting standard water microbiology procedures can be found at 
DOI: 10.9734/ijecc/2025/v15i115133.
The manuscript mentions the use of questionnaires but does not describe their structure or how responses were analyzed. Overall, the scientific approach is acceptable, but the methodological description needs strengthening.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include several recent sources, but there are noticeable formatting inconsistencies (e.g. variation in style, punctuation, and completeness of details). The authors should carefully check that every in‑text citation has a corresponding full reference and that every reference listed is actually cited in the text, as any mismatch would reflect poor attention to detail. 

	

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

	The manuscript requires thorough proofreading. There are multiple grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and typographical mistakes. The misspelling in the title is particularly concerning and reflects a lack of attention to detail. A full language edit is strongly recommended.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The Introduction is comprehensive but could be more concise. The sampling period is not stated, which is important for interpreting microbial loads. A limitations section should be added. The Discussion is generally sound but occasionally overstates guideline interpretations.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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