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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 

 

16: Delete touching thirteen topographical maps of 

scale 1:50 000. 

17: change 0f to of 

20-22: delete according to KWAS (Kilifi Water 

Assessment Study), (1995), Water Resources in the 

Greater Kilifi District: Collaboration between the 

Government of Kenya and the Republic of 

Netherlands, (unpublished) and insert the number 

which refer to references. You cannot use the 

unpublished document in the paper. 

26: the picture is fuzzy, please change it. We cannot 

see where Mombassa town is and there is no sea’s 

indication, no geographical coordinates and no scale. 

30: delete this include [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. Insert directly [1, 

2, 3, 4, 5] after Kilifi county. 

80: it can be Gondwana land 

97: there is no sea’s indication, no town, no 

geographical coordinates and no scale.I want to know 

if in this geological map, the legend was organized as 

chronological event (from the earliest to the oldest) 

101-105: It should be interesting to represent this 

structural pattern on geological map. 

108-112: Please, use the geological map and plot all 

the boreholes you studied. Make a different between 

borehole data collection and borehole field 

observation 

117: please, specify parameters which were analysed 

for water quality and give the hydraulic 

characteristics of aquifers because you present four 

Done 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO  Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

aquifers 

121-124: please give the example of those elements 

(HGUID….) 

126: specify the version this software (starter 3, 4, 

or) 

144: you talk about natural recharge but you didn’t 

present the climate aspect of this area. About your 

discussion, is it possible to improve the water quality 

in three years (no value about salinity in those 

periods)? If yes, there was no pumping and it is the 

same log between C-3344 and C-3263. 

150: delete presented in figure 4 and insert (figure 4) 

153: “not too saline” what does-it mean? 

157-159: it is important to plot any borehole with his 

code in geological map 

160: I cannot understand that C-3344 in figure 3 and 

C-3344 in figure 4 are different. I think, it the same 

borehole. 

150: delete presented in figure 7 and insert (figure 7) 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

  

Optional/Generalcomments 

 

The figures 3 to 9 do not clearly present the water table 

in each borehole. 

It is necessary to present the hydrogeological context of 

the study area. Please, specify the type of aquifers 

(confined or not, renewable resources,…) 

 

 

 


