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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 
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The results suggest that sand filtering effectively decreases the concentrations of total 
suspended solids (TSS), electrical conductivity (EC), as well as other electrolytes such 
as chloride (Cl⁺ ), sulphate (SO₄ ²⁺ ), and sodium (Na⁺ ). Prior to treatment with the 100 
ft sand column, the pH of the untreated GW was alkaline but was subsequently lowered 
to approximate neutral values. Key water quality indicators, including Sodium 
Adsorption Ratio (SAR), Sodium Ratio (SR), and Soluble Sodium Percentage (SSP), 
were found to be within acceptable thresholds after treatment, indicating that the filtered 
Groundwater (GW) is appropriate for irrigation.  
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes  

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. 
 

Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
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