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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.


	Regarding the importance of the presented study, its objectives must be correctly defined, the dataset must be clear, all grammatical and spelling errors must be avoided, figures and tables must be formatted correctly, and the references used in the manuscript must be accurate and well-organized. In addition, the necessary statistical methods must be used in analyzing the results. There is a factor, and to some extent, I do see the importance of the presented study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title should be accurate and specify the main variables, including physical and chemical parameters, antibiotic resistance, and sampling areas. The study design and timeframe were not clearly stated.
· I suggest this title because it encompasses all aspects of the study: “Comparative Microbiological and Physicochemical Assessment of Sachet and Bottled Drinking Water in Port Harcourt Metropolis, 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 should meet the requirements of most journals, i.e., be between 150 and 250 words. The background should not be too lengthy, and the study design, statistical test results, and probability values ​​should be included. The conclusion should be original and should not contain recommendations, which belong in the discussion section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The introduction should be between one and one and a half pages long, and should avoid including general global statistics as this will distract from the core problem. The research gap must be clearly identified.
· The local problem of contamination of Port Harcourt bottled water must be emphasized, and the quality of water prepared in bags compared to water prepared in bottles must be determined. Data related to antibiotic resistance must also be provided.

· The sampling method (random or availability) must be specified, as well as the dates of sample collection and storage. Details of the physicochemical methods must also be provided. There is a problem with the culture method on the plates; the dilution factors have not been specified. CLSI standards must be followed in antibiotic susceptibility testing. A section for statistical analysis should be added, along with a subsection on statistics and ethical considerations, if applicable.
· The tables should be well-formatted. For example, there is an error in Table 1. The units should be consistent, and the results should include figures or graphs. A comparative statistical analysis of the results should be conducted.

· The discussion section should have paragraphs that are relevant to the study's findings and should not be excessively long. Repetition should also be avoided. Furthermore, there is repetition in the introduction, and the writing lacks a logical sequence. It should follow the study's order: physical and chemical properties, then bacteriological properties, and finally antimicrobial resistance.

· The conclusion should be concise and accurate, highlighting levels of contamination and the risk of antimicrobial resistance. It should also recommend monitoring and enhanced surveillance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	- References should be formatted appropriately, as there is a mix of APA and other formats. References should be from reputable journals. Avoid outdated or general references from the World Health Organization, as these detract from the study's significance. Duplicate honorific citations should be removed.
- I suggest using these modern references in the antibiotics section:
“Gheni, A. I. (2023). Antibacterial screening and analysis of streptomyces coelicolor secondary metabolites. Journal of Pharmaceutical Research International”
- Gheni, A. I. (2014). Detection of Streptococci in the Throat Swabs from Upper Respiratory Tract Infections in Kurdistan Region. Journal of Life Sciences, 8(3).
	

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


	The language used in the study suffers from repetition in phrasing, poor use of tenses, and numerous typographical errors, including missing units, incomplete sentences, and long, overcrowded phrases.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction and discussion are too long, and the methodology and results section is incomplete. The formatting does not meet journal publication standards, and the manuscript lacks diagrams, graphic summaries, and images.
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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? 


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