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1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s feedback  

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 

appropriate? 

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 

review form. 

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to 
provide additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
 
 
Yes 
 
 
It’s just okay 
 
 
Needs to be re-written 
 
 
Seems Appropriate  
 
 
No 
 

 

Major REVISION comments 
 

1. There are numerous grammatical 
mistakes throughout. Manuscript must 
be re-written for English language. 

2. During sample collection, what was pH 
of solution that was maintained? What 

 



 

 

was concentration of HNO3 added? 
From where it was procured? How was 
pH monitored? 

3. For metal testing, APHA and FSSAI 
manual was used and no reference to 
these has been provided. 

4. How was it possible to reach 
temperature of 120oC for water when 
boiling point of water is 100oC? 

5. In table 1, units are missing for annual 
average. 

6. The references used are too old. 
Authors must refer to recent data. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical 
issues here in details) 
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