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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript provides valuable insights into the impact of anthropogenic activities on water quality, 
particularly regarding heavy metal contamination in Lake Victoria. The study addresses a critical issue for 
environmental science by examining how human activities degrade water quality, a concern directly affecting 
both biodiversity and public health in this region. It contributes significantly to the literature on freshwater 
ecosystems, water pollution, and the need for regulatory measures. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

The title accurately reflects the study’s focus on examining anthropogenic influences on Lake Victoria’s water 
quality. It is concise and informative. 

 

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, covering the objectives, methodology, and findings effectively, successfully 
covering the practical importance of the study without excess detail. No additional revisions are needed in this 
section. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The manuscript is well-structured, with clearly defined sections that enhance readability and logical flow. The 
division into background, methodology, results, discussion, and conclusion sections is appropriate for a 
research paper in this field. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think 
that this manuscript is scientifically robust and 
technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences 
may be required for this part. 

This study demonstrates scientific rigor, particularly through its experimental design and the use of validated 
analytical methods, such as ICP-MS for heavy metal analysis. The combination of cross-sectional and 
experimental approaches strengthens the findings by providing quantitative and qualitative data. The 
manuscript is scientifically robust, using well-established methods to assess water quality, and it provides a 
solid foundation for future research on pollution mitigation. The results are supported by statistical data and are 
presented clearly, using tables for better interpretation. 
Additionally, comparisons with WHO standards and the analysis of community perceptions contribute to the 
validity of the conclusions, highlighting the correlation between anthropogenic activities and water quality in the 
Lake Victoria area. 

 

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

The references are current and relevant, with an appropriate mix of recent studies and foundational research 
on water quality and pollution. The final bibliography contains most of the sources cited in the text; however, a 
detailed review reveals a few minor discrepancies. Some works in the reference list do not appear to be 
mentioned in the main text, while certain citations in the text may be missing from the bibliography. It is 
recommended to conduct a careful review to ensure complete consistency between the in-text citations and the 
final bibliography, so that each cited source is included in the bibliography and each entry in the bibliography is 
reflected in the text. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

The language is generally clear and suitable for academic publication. Minor improvements to enhance clarity, 
particularly in the methodology section, would increase readability. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Including a brief recommendation for policy changes or regulatory actions in the conclusion would strengthen 
the manuscript by highlighting practical applications of the research. 

 

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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