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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Water is basic need of every creature and potable water is necessary for all the people. People
using polluted surface and ground water are very prone to health problems Hence there is need
of assessing quality of water.
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suggestions here.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Appropriate

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Researcher applied the scientific techniques for the study.
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?
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Overall paper is up to the mark
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