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1. There is need for consistency in citing the 

references in the paper. Some are in ( ) while 

some are in { }. 

2. In Line 99, 100, there should be spacing between 

quantities and units. Same for lines 114 to 118. 

3. Table 2 and 3, the use of mg/L are not consistent. 

4. Reference No. 2, line 182 should follow the 
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1. Line 100, 37oC, should be well written. Same for 

lines 120-121, 142 (the underline should be 

removed).  

2. Table 1, line 159, the Nigerian standard for 

drinking water quality should be converted to 

the same units as in Table 1. 

3. There should be an explanation why some of the 

quantities/readings are marked red colour in 

Table1 and 2.  

4. Table 2 and 3, the use of mg/L are not consistent  
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