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Compulsory REVISION comments Nil

Minor REVISION comments Line No : 48 – “states” to be modified as “stated”
Line No 81 - 3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION &
Line No 98 - 4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION- Line no 81 to be renamed suitably- The Estimation procedure of Fluoride is notgiven – to be incorporated in methodology.Line No : 129 – Saturation Indices - write any one formS.I  or SI (line no 140).Line No: 266 – reference year is wrong- Most  of the references are nearly 10 to 30 years old –new references will improve the quality of manuscriptbut it is not compulsory.

Line – 48: Modified as suggestedLine – 81: Modified as MethodologyLine – 98: Retained as line 81 has been changed- Renamed to Methodology- Fluoride estimation procedure has beenincorporated in the methodologyLine – 81: Corrected and S.I. form is only usedthroughout the manuscriptLine – 266: Modified
Optional/General comments The authors are well appreciated as the research work iswell organised and done systematically. If the analyticalprocedure included in the methodology part along withthe correction of typographical errors the manuscript canbe accepted.


