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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 Lines 71 – 73: Should be rewritten for clarity. .... Also inhis study of soil..... Whose study?Lines 95 – 99: More light should be thrown on the humanactivities at the sampling stations, especially stations 1and 3, which could affect the final results.Are the 3 sampling stations on the same river?What are the distances apart?Which of the stations is the control or reference pointLines 82 – 83: Total Dissolved Solids is not a nutrient(lines 2, 12, 168, 171 and 178).Lines 123 – 124: “showed wide fluctuations....”  ”There isnot significant difference” is not possible. Please rewritethis section.Lines 168 – 169: The sampling period presented in Table2 and Figures 1 – 6 did not correspond with eighteenmonths sampling period written in lines 10, 93 and 94.Table 2: The unit of measurement for TDS ismilligram/litre (mg/l) and not NTULine 204: A river cannot be referred as “lentic in nature(Line 221 -“ lotic water bodies”)

This aspect has been reworded.

They are separate water bodies in different
communities in Abuja

It is one of the parameters measured.

There is significant difference.

This has also been corrected to reflect 12
months

The correct unit has been inserted

It has been effected.
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Minor REVISION comments Line 2: The use of the word “Composition” in the title ofthe manuscript does not seem appropriate. I suggest achangeLine 77: The use of the term “baseline” is not proper for a“Brown” environment (i.e. an environment alreadyimpacted by human activities. I suggest that the word“Benchmark” should be used instead.Line 83: The cations – calcium, potassium and sodiumcannot be evaluated without magnesium. These cationshave a particular distribution pattern in natural waters(eg. Mg > Ca > K >Na). Author(s) should consider addingMagnesium in this work if possible.Line 127: should read “There was not seasonal variation”Line 209: “The effluent discharges” should be changed to“Run offs from”Line 245: Greendwood or Greenwood. No page numbersis included in this reference.

We intend to retain the word.
Benchmark has been used instead of baseline.
Mg is not included.

EffectedEffected
Effected

Optional/General comments I believe that with these observations addressed, themanuscript will be publishable.  Thank you.


