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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

See attached manuscript with comments. All the
suggested revisions are compulsory.

I prefer that in response, the authors in addition to
submitting a revised manuscript, present a table
showing how each of the comments have been
addressed.

We have adopted pit latrines consistently in the
revised article as suggested by this reviewer.

Minor corrections identified have also been carefully
attended to.

Groundwater flow direction and velocity have been stated
in the revised article and reference for it was also
included.

It has been stated that the wells we sampled were both
protected and unprotected

Sampling frequency and interval have been included.
Total and Faecal coliform have been adopted to replace
total bacterial count (TBC) in the initial write-up.

Table one has been reformatted and integrated into table 2
as suggested by this reviewer.

Study Limitation has been included in the new write-up.

REBUTTAL

We need not remove wells A, and E;. From table 2
because we are of the opinions that since the wells were
dislodged of stagnant water by pumping for 10 minutes
and allowing the well to recuperate before sampling was
done. The water sample is a representative of what is in
the aquifer. Therefore, what come from surface as a result
of lack of cover would have been taken care of by the
method of sampling used.

Minor REVISION comments

None

Minor correction suggested has been carefully
considered and were attended to.
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