
	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Microbiology and Biotechnology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJMAB_13179

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Physicochemical and Bacteriological Quality Assessment of Groundwater Close to Dumpsites in Selected Student Hostels

	Type of the Article
	


	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 article, although of local significance, constitutes a scientific alert and a tool to support local decision-making. It calls for more in-depth research on the issue of urban household waste management and water quality for populations by public authorities. It provides scientific information on the health risks faced by the population.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, but it should include the exact location of the study and the risks. I propose the title “Physicochemical and microbiological contamination of borehole water near dumpsite in university hostels, Uli (Nigeria)”

	

	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 requires slight rewriting to better understand the work performed. It should be structured as follows:

-Objective

-Methodology

-Results

-Conclusion

It would be necessary to add to the results the presence of arsenic and lead, which are above the WHO standard, data that is very essential for the quality of the work.

It should therefore contain an explicit conclusion in terms of general information to remember or in the form of a recommendation in one or two sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally correct. The methods used are generally referenced.
	

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

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, for the entire document, but the authors should proofread the manuscript to correct any spelling and grammatical errors. They would benefit from keeping sentences short for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript requires revision of all criticisms before being published.
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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? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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