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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
In our view, the water quality indices must be regionalized and directed to the use for which 
that water is intended. Sometimes in the same state or region, different kind of soils can 
generate different characterization of natural waters. 
For this reason, it is important that the authors make a better characterization of the indices 
being compared. Then, authors should make a better description and characterization 
of each one of the methods, including the regional characterization of places that 
originating the methods. 
From the description of the study area, it is easy to see that the land use is more 
agricultural than urban. This is a good explanation for the fact that the indices are not as 
effective for assessing water quality. 
We recommend that the authors expand their bibliographic review, both in terms of 
updating, as the review is out of date, and in terms of international scope, seeking to 
present works from other countries and regions of the planet, which have already 
been doing the regional approach and in function of land use as discussed above.  
A good proofreading in the English language also seems to be necessary. 
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