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Optional/General comments 
 

The authors attempted to map the aquifer systems in a geologically complicated 
environment with high borehole failure rate. The work is aptly titled ‘Delineating 
aquifer systems using Dar Zarouk parameters determined from surface 
geoelectric survey: Case study of Okigwe District, Southeastern Nigeria’. Although 
the approach as well as the procedure adopted is not novel, the study will be very 
useful in the understanding of aquifer systems and thus help in generating 
information that will aid borehole developers in the successful drilling of water 
boreholes.  
 
Despite the perceived laudable objective of this work which is not clearly stated in 
the work anyway, the work as presented is very poorly written with lots of  
grammatical and typographical errors and technically deficient. While the former 
can be resolved with the aid of a native English teacher, the latter will require a 
holistic reappraisal of the procedures adopted for it to be satisfactorily resolved. 
Consequently, I will not advise the work to be accepted for publication at this 
stage. Rather the authors can be encouraged to work on the procedures again 
and possibly represent the work.  
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