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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is of significant importance to the scientific community as it introduces new insights that could drive advancements. The findings presented offer valuable data that may lead to novel methodologies or applications, enhancing the understanding. By addressing important issues, this work lays a foundation for future research and encourages the exploration of untapped areas. Furthermore, it could influence policy, clinical practices, or technological development, thereby contributing to progress within both academic and practical domains.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is apt.
	

	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 of the article is fairly comprehensive in its coverage of key points, including the geographic location of Subhas Sarobar, the seasonal variations affecting its water quality, the impact of human activities on the lake, the potential health risks associated with bacterial contamination, and the identification of specific pathogenic bacteria. It provides a concise overview of the study's objectives, methodology, and significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the above article, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 

Here’s a review of the key elements in the article to assess scientific correctness:

1. Bacterial Pathogens: The identification of Vibrio cholerae, Salmonella, and Shigella as pathogens is scientifically correct. 
2. Molecular Techniques: Mentioning molecular techniques such as PCR amplification and DNA extraction is scientifically accurate. These methods are standard in microbiological studies to identify specific bacterial species, including those that may not grow well in traditional culture media.

3. Seasonal Variability and Water Quality: The assertion that seasonal changes in temperature, precipitation, and human activities affect water quality is valid. 

4. Health Implications: The abstract correctly connects the presence of pathogenic bacteria in contaminated water to public health risks.

5. Eutrophication and Pollution: The mention of eutrophication due to human activities is scientifically sound. 
	

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

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


	The language quality of the article seems to be quite suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)

No explicit ethical issues are immediately apparent. 
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