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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Table 1 is not relevant and should be omitted. Table 2 should be set to allow parameters align 
with their outcomes. Experimental results Table 3 should be compared with relevant bodies as 
WHO, and national body standards for water quality. Table 2 and 3 should be merged together 
and included in the discussion. 
 
 The methods were well captured and explanatory but the sentence should be rephrased. 
In 1, Average value of observation result per parameter was calculated for the entire station. 
 
In 4, the sustainability index (s) of each station was calculated using formula ….. 
 
The conclusion is brief and needs to be expanded more. 
 

All correction done 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The parameters were well captured and explained 
The referencing were serial and current. 
 
 

All correction done 
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