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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 (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 present manuscript provides a comprehensive assessment of the physicochemical characteristics of Kaneri Lake over a two-year monitoring period, which is valuable for understanding the limnological status of small freshwater bodies in semi-urban regions of India. Such long-term datasets are essential for identifying seasonal trends, water quality stability, and potential ecological stress. The correlation analysis further enhances the scientific value by explaining interrelationships among water quality parameters. The findings can support water resource management, conservation planning, and comparative limnological studies in similar tropical freshwater ecosystems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope, objectives, and geographical focus of the study. It accurately represents the assessment of trends and correlation analysis of physicochemical parameters of Kaneri Lake.


	

	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 comprehensive and well structured, covering objectives, methodology, major findings, and conclusions. However, it is suggested that the authors briefly mention the sampling frequency and number of sampling sites to enhance methodological clarity. Minor language polishing can further improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. Standard sampling methods and analytical procedures (APHA, BIS, WHO) have been followed appropriately. The statistical analysis using descriptive statistics and Pearson’s correlation coefficient is suitable for the objectives of the study. The interpretations of seasonal variations and correlations are logical and supported by relevant literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate and includes both classical and recent studies relevant to limnology and water quality assessment. The inclusion of recent literature (2023–2025) strengthens the manuscript. No major additions are required, though minor formatting consistency across references may be checked.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. However, minor grammatical errors, repetition of certain phrases, and typographical issues are present. A careful language editing will improve the overall clarity and scholarly presentation of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Figures and tables are informative and relevant, but figure captions may be made more concise and uniform.

2. The discussion section is detailed and well supported by literature; however, reducing repetition of similar explanations across parameters may improve readability.

3.  Units and symbols should be checked for consistency throughout the manuscript.
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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? 


	No ethical issues are observed in this manuscript. The study involves environmental monitoring and does not include human or animal subjects.
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