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	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.


	Physicochemical parameters of water are of extreme significance in the distribution of aquatic life and also in the breeding of aquatic life. They also control chemical, biological and physical processes taking place in the environment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.


	

	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 comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study. But should be reduce to maximun of 250 words.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific content of the manuscript is technically sound.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are acceptable; however, it is recommended that references be more recent, preferably not older than four years.
	

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


	Satisfactory
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Authors should carefully proofread the manuscript to address any minor grammatical or typographical errors.
Ensure compliance with author guidelines:

Some related previous work about chitosan nanoparticles should be discuss and cited

By implementing these improvements, the authors can strengthen the overall quality and impact of the manuscript. 

	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)
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	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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