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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 
Radiological risk parameters due to gamma radiation have 
been computed for water samples collected from three 
rivers around the surveyed oil producing areas. The 
results of annual effective dose of radiation due to 
ingested water show very high deviation from the standard 
limit of 0.1 mSv/yr. 
 

 

I have revised this comment to read; 
 
Radiological risk parameters due to gamma  
radiation have been computed for water  
samples collected from three rivers  
(Owaza, Imo and Umorie rivers in  
Ukwa West LGA) around the surveyed oil  
producing areas. The results of annual  
effective dose of radiation due to ingested 
water (EDIW) ranged from 1.89 to 3.52  
mSv/yr for the surveyed areas. These  
results show very high percentage  
deviation (1790 % to 3420 %)  
from the standard permissible limit of 0.1 
mSv/yr [13] 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

The information on one of the figures are not readable, 

please check 

 

I have made Figure 1 more visible. 
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