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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 study is regionally important  as well as understanding water quality status and contributes baseline water quality data for Tumakuru district, Karnataka. Monitoring of freshwater fauna and flora is essential for sustainable water resource management.

 The findings contribute to freshwater ecology, environmental monitoring, and pollution assessment studies. Moreover, the data generated can be useful for  environmental sustainablility , and researchers working on aquatic ecosystem conservation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and suitable as it content of the study.

Suggested alternative (if required):

“Seasonal Evaluation of Physicochemical Characteristics and Water Quality Status of Hanumanthapura Lake, Karnataka, India”


	

	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 summarizes the objectives, methodology, and major findings. However, it is suggested to:

Include specific numerical ranges of key parameters (e.g., pH, DO, BOD, etc.).

Briefly mention the conclusion or implication of the results.

Add one line about the environmental significance of the findings. However, inclusion of specific numerical values of important parameters would improve its scientific strength. A brief concluding statement about the overall water quality status is also recommended. Overall, the abstract is satisfactory with minor improvements required.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. The methodology adopted for physicochemical analysis follows standard procedures. The data interpretation is logical and consistent with established water quality assessment principles. However, statistical validation (if not included) may strengthen the scientific robustness of the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but can be improved by including:

More recent studies (last 5 years) on freshwater lake water quality assessment.

Comparative studies from similar tropical regions.

Adding updated literature will enhance the manuscript’s academic strength. The study includes both classical standard methods (APHA, 2005; Trivedi and Goel, 1986) and recent publications (2023–2025), which strengthen the scientific background and contemporary relevance of the research.

	

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


	However, the manuscript requires major revision before it can be considered for publication. Several issues related to language quality, data interpretation,statistical treatment, and discussion depth must be addressed .Professional language editing may enhance readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Include graphical representation (charts/figures) of major parameters.

Provide comparison with WHO/BIS drinking water standards where relevant.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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