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	Author’s Feedback (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is important as it 

Highlighted the significance of quality potable water for safe guard

It analyses the standard key parameters use in assessing quality of water

It enumerated the angers of using underground water without verifying it safety

It contributes to the knowledge in the process of testing the Quality of Groundwater
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is okay
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensively okay
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, its scientifically correct since it follows the scientific procedures of Researches
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, only that 50% of it were not current. The researcher should further search for the most recent References that were not later than 2013.

The Researcher should review the references cited for instance, Reference 1 and 37 were not the original authors.
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	Yes, the language suitable scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	There were little typographical error, for instance in introduction the 3rd line, the Researcher uses ‘than’ instead of “that”

Also the full meaning of WWQA should be stated first before subsequent abbreviations

The manuscript is scientifically okay and the language used was suitable for Scholarly communications.
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