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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 Health risk assessment of heavy metals such as estimated daily intake (EDI), 

target hazard quotient (THQ) and carcinogenic risk (CR) should be added. 
 References are poor, inadequate and out of date. The authors should update this 

reference list to include important related work from the recent literature (2016, 
2017 and 2018).  

 
 This is out of the contexts of this paper as far defined objectives are 

concerned of this write-up. The topic of discussion is not on health 
risk assessment of heavy metals in drinking waters of the studied 
areas. 
 

 No recent literature of 2016, 2017 and 2018 to be used as reference 
materials to show latest related work on the subject area. 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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