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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

SAR should  also have been mentioned in the list of 

parameters in abstract and methodology and RSC 

(Residual Sodium Carbonate) should also have been 

calculated. It can still be done since you just need to 

put the values in their formula 

 

A study area  map showing the sampling  points along 

the stream should be included. GPS coordinates of 

sampling points should also be mentioned.  

 

 

References must be added in discussion. 

 

SAR has been mentioned as recommended. 
The calculation of RSC has been done. 
 
 
 
There is no map available now, and the 
location of the stream is mentioned in the 
introduction. 
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