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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.


	This manuscript describes research work on Assessment of physico-chemical characteristics of domestic sewage channels in Veraval city and Bhidiya fishing village, Gujarat, India, this research provides the useful information for the readers working in this field. This manuscript is written almost with all the minute details regarding topic and results are well described. Still the content of the manuscript requires minor revisions for its further improvement. After that it can be accepted.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	In abstract: “. Statistical analyses using one-way ANOVA and Duncan’s multiple range test demonstrated significant spatial and temporal differences in conductivity, chloride, and BOD.” is mentioned but ANOVA and Duncan’s multiple range test not found anywhere in paper so this statement is to be removed from abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	In result and discussion part, Table 2 is mentioned which is not available in paper. (“The average values of the physicochemical parameters are summarized in Table 2”)
Fig. 2 is not cited within description.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No 
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