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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 
 

 
The authors have compiled results of a study carried out 
on underground water so as to ascertain whether the 
quality meets the MCL or otherwise. 
I would suggest to the authors to give WHO 
recommended level for each parameter studied. 
Further this study is lacking risk assessment which 
should be studied. 
The discussion provided is not in-depth. Please provide 
a comprehensive in-depth discussion on your results in 
the light of available literature. 
 

Nous remercions l’instructeur pour ses remarques 
et suggestions. Nous rappelons que les valeurs 
guides OMS sont données dans le tableau 2. 
Concernant l’évaluation du risque suggérée, nous 
estimons que cela peut faire l’objet d’une autre 
publication. Nous n’avons donc pas jugé opportune 
d’insérer cette thématique ici. 
S’agissant de la discussion, nous avons fait l’effort 
de discuter chaque résultat présenté. D’ailleurs, 
cela est ressorti du commentaire d’un des 
instructeur. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
NA 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
NA 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


