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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. There are spelling mistakes (for eg. Fecal &

Faecal, use either) and quality of English

needs improvement. Also needs word

separation wherever needed, may be

formatting default.

Line 76. Traits or parameters

3. Sample size seems to be very low- 10. just
one sample from each brand? Atleast

N

replication might have increases sample size.

No Power to the study. It needs to be seen by
a statistician.

4. When earlier studied were available, why
this study has been done again with a low
sample size?

5. Sample 11 is control and not of a
manufacturer in all tables. Please separate it.

¢ Corrected; used fecal instead of faecal.
*  Word separation effected

Parameters

With bottled water, one bottle represe
status of a batch, hence contamination m

mean health hazard in the concerned batch.

nts
ght

Kassenga’'s study of 2007 sample was 13 brands,
our study sampled 10 brands; our findings
advances knowledge on bottled water safety in

2014.

Tap water is consumed raw by majority of people,

was included not as a control but for ri
comparison with bottled water

sk

Minor REVISION comments

1. Intable 2. Serial numbers are not correctly
ordered.

Ordered

Optional /General comments

Article needs to be improved on scientific grounds with
major revision and additional supporting data or
information along with a strongly highlighting the
importance of study. At present study does not seem to
be important.

Manuscript corrected
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