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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 1. Abstract – include more information about the articlethan the text;2. Introduction – the author explain about theimportance the subject, is not short or long.3. Methods –where are wells? which the distancebetween the wells? Why did you choose the method ofenrichment? Why did you choose the MPN and lactosebroth?4. Results – The tables and figures need modifications.The table 2 is very confused because put in same column
Escheria coli H2S positive and negative. Don’t show theGram test results.
5. Discussion – Began the discussion with TDS but theresults others physicochemical parameters. Needs morediscussion about the results.

1. It has been corrected and highlighted.
3. The wells have been included, but the distancebetween wells was not considered in this work,but settlements in this village are not sparse.This method of enrichment was chosen toincrease recovery of Salmonellae Pseudomonasand E. coli from environmental samples. Thus itis important for growing enterobacteria andPseudomonas. MPN and lactose broth werechosen to determine total coliform count in thesample.4. It has been corrected.

Minor REVISION comments 1. Line 17: The range is 23×102-110×104cfu/ml or Table 1
33x102-110×104cfu/ml
2. Table 2 – each microorganism in one line

1.Is corrected2. Is also corrected
Optional/General comments I think the subject is very importance for the region butthe article need added more test to confirm theEscherichia coli isolated is pathogen. If the wells are closethe waste, confirm the contamination.


