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The paper is not well researched and previous work 

done on similar areas should be highlighted. Further, 

the authors have presented the flow diagram of the 

area without referring the methodology/data used 

for preparing the same. The authors should also 

research the sources of pollution which has resulted 

into poor groundwater quality. It will help the 

authorities to prepare a comprehensive mitigation 

plan. 

 

Although significant modifications / corrections 

were made; it is imperative to state  that the 

article was well researched and similar work 

done in the area clearly cited and listed. The 

methodology used in obtaining the flow diagram 

is clearly stated as well as the sources of poor 

groundwater quality. The reviewer is therefore 

advise that to carefully study the article for 

proper understanding, clarification and 

conclusions. 
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