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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 

 

This paper ‘’, Evaluation of ground water quality or drinking 
water by using physic- chemical analysis at Ibb city, Yemen, is 
an in-depth researched paper and thus good for publication in 
this Journal. However, there are some quarry on grammar 
usage, omission of words, hence further work need to be done 
to bring it to the Journal standard.  
Other comments are highlighted in the manuscript.    

** Quality for NOT or. 

 
 
***already done. 
 
** I did not see the highlighted in the 
manuscript.    
 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

The introduction has the following correction necessary to be 

effected.  

Line 3, But this vital form … of the capital city….. Should be 

corrected. 

The justification of the work was not truly spelt out, thus the main 

reason for the research work should be mention. 

The estimated population of the study area should be made 

mentioned of. 
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comments 

 

The geology of the study area should be link to the effect of the ground 

water pollution or purity. 
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No (but author should state if the work was sponsor by any authority in 

Yemen and if permission to published the work is sort, if sponsored)  
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