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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Paragraph Line 24-28: A bibliography citation must
be inserted.

2. Point in the text the abbreviation of WPI

3. Objectives need to be better detailed in order to
identify the purpose of WPI use. What is the hypothesis
of the work?

4. The study region (LGA) needs to be described in
relation to its socioeconomic aspects.

5. Line 84: The census of 2006 is outdated. Please
provide more recent data.

6. Edition of Figure 1 must be improved.

7. Paragraph Line 89-98: A bibliography citation must
be inserted.

8. Line 92: Subsurface referred to groundwater?

9. An important adequacy in the manuscript: The field
work must be rewritten and detailed. Each component
and subcomponent must be described. The
photograph in the plates is not necessary. The data
analysis raised from the questionnaire must be
described showing basic statistics of each
subcomponent. How the subcomponents were
quantified? What is the characterization to score each
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The detail work has been referenced.

The photographs have been removed. The
detail analysis follows the referenced work.
The quantification of the subcomponents is
also according to the referenced material.
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subcomponent?

10. Line 178: What data support this affirmation?

It was presented only de data to give a diagnosis.

12. How conclusion was correlated with the specific

11. Overall: no discussion was presented in the study.

Affirmation was generated from the detalil
analysis of the responses as obtained from the
questionnaire administration and the fieldwork.
The detail procedure is as in the work
referenced.

This has been rewritten
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