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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Topic: the topic is good, however your choice location for study renders the study irrelevant as the cost of 
purification is more than that of sinking a borehole which is relatively cheap to sink in your study area as 
compared with northern Nigeria where water table is very low. 
 
secondly you were not able to establish that water demand out ways the supply of same as such the study 
is hanging and being carried out in isolation of the human component for which it is meant for. A 
questionnaire, survey may augment this. 
Abstract: please you have not included a major component of an abstract which is recommendation 
Introduction first paragraph: please state you source of information. Secondly not everywhere has water 
problem as some are have surplus. please indicate the spatial variation to make the paragraph relevant 
Second paragraph: the paragraph is shallow. you did not show any previous researches suggesting 
shortfall in water delivery by the water cooperation in Nigeria and your study location, why state your 
proposition? And more importantly there is no stated source of information. 
Last paragraph: the paragraph is spurious. Please i have a fair knowledge of the area in question and 
there is no established research to show the claim of water shortage in the area. i stand to be corrected 
with proofs 
Study area: 
What is the implication of your study area discuss for your study? Otherwise its irrelevant. 
Methodology is weak and source of data not stated.  
Results and discussion: this is not properly done. Result discussion is done in relation to the findings of 
other researches and you have not done that. 
References: If the journal uses APA style then you have not done the right thing. then you may have to 
consult 6th edition of the APA style of referencing. 
 
More importantly no local paper is referenced in connection with the subject matter. this is not 
acceptable.... there are several works on rain water harvesting even though they may not have used the 
same model as you did.  
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Please see the main text for this 
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