	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Biology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOB_156202

	Title of the Manuscript:
	Relationship between organic pollution, microbial indicators, and surface water quality in the Can Gio estuary, Vietnam

	Type of the Article
	Research Article




PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance
	This manuscript contributes to the scientific community by
	

	of this manuscript for the scientific community. A
	evaluating  the  relationship  between  organic  pollution,
	

	minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	microbial indicators, and surface water quality in the Can
	

	
	Gio estuary, Vietnam. This study plays a crucial role in
	

	
	evaluating these relationships across two seasons (dry and
	

	
	wet) in the study area. Accordingly, the findings lead to the
	

	
	identification of the core factors to eliminate surface water
	

	
	quality in two seasons separately.
	





PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	N/A
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly?
Rating Scale:
	2
	


Review Form (Research)
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	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	N/A
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the title of the article suitable?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	No, I would like to suggest the title as “Assessing the organic pollution, microbial indicators, and surface water quality in the Can Gio estuary, Vietnam”. Because this study is not completely focused on the relationship of
those components.
	



	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	No. The abstract of this paper requires rewriting. The authors should structure their revised abstract according to these guidelines: provide a succinct overview of the research theme and problem, state the objective(s), outline the methodology encompassing data collection and analysis approaches, present the study's results and principal findings, and conclude with an elucidation of the
study's contributions and implications. I thoroughly advise the author to follow this structure and flow in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	No, there are some scientific factors that the author should include in the paper. Here, I have pointed out that
a) I did not see the research problem and research question in the study. In particular, the author should mention the results along with the respective research question.
b) The research gap is another crucial part of this study. I recommend that the author clearly mention the research gap by expanding the literature review.

c) The objectives of the study are not clear and difficult to clarify. Especially, the objectives in the abstract differ from the objectives in the introduction.

d) The suitable terms should be used to define the objectives instead of the terms like describe, provide…
e) In the methodology, the author should mention the entire data collection and data analysis part. But here, the author did not mention the analysis method (correlation/regression) to assess the relationship of the relevant components.

f) I would like to suggest mentioning the latitude and longitude of the relevant plotted samples

g) Another significant matter should be the parameters used in this study. The author should describe the parameters with their symbols in a table for more clarity.
h) It is better to add map/s for illustrating the Spatial characteristics of organic pollution
i) The author should reconsider the attached figures.
Eg:
· Figure 04 does not illustrate the entire bars in the legend
· Figure 06 can be illustrated as two graphs for more clarity
j) Attach the evidence and explanations for 3.6. Relationship between organic and microbial pollution
k) The author did not address the third objective in this study

l) In the results and discussion part, the author should describe the results in detail with evidence and justifications
m) The author should mention the limitations of this study and future research on this subject. This might be useful for other researchers who are interested in studies on urban green spaces.
Additionally,
· Numerous grammatical and typographical issues have been identified. I strongly advise the authors to seek assistance from a native English speaker to significantly enhance the quality of the manuscript and use academic terminology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
But I would like to recommend some references as follows;
· Biedunkova, O., Kuznietsov, P., & Korbutiak, V. (2025). A study of surface water quality using organic pollution indices: Comparative characteristics	and	educational opportunities. Water Quality Research Journal, 60(2), 333-347.
· Holcomb, D. A., & Stewart, J. R. (2020).
	



	
	Microbial indicators of fecal pollution: recent progress and challenges in assessing water quality. Current	environmental	health reports, 7(3), 311-324.
· Jamieson, R., Gordon, R., Joy, D., & Lee, H. (2004). Assessing microbial pollution of rural surface waters: A review of current watershed scale modeling approaches. Agricultural water
management, 70(1), 1-17.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
	There are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
	





PART 3

	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback

	You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.


Brauns, B., Chandra, S., Civil, W., Lapworth, D. J., MacDonald, A. M., McKenzie, A. A., ... & Tipper, H. J. (2024). Presence of emerging organic contaminants and microbial indicators in surface water and groundwater in urban India. Environmental Pollution, 362, 124983. 

de Brauwere, A., Ouattara, N. K., & Servais, P. (2014). Modeling fecal indicator bacteria concentrations in natural surface waters: a review. Critical Reviews in Environmental Science and Technology, 44(21), 2380-2453.
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