Editorial Comments:

The main problem is that they did not validate its analytical data with respect to the elemental analysis.

Recoveries (as a measure of accuracy) and relative standard deviations (as a measure of precision) were
not provided by the authors.

Their comment that "the Flame AAS is fast ... with extremely high sensitivity especially for elements like
Pb, ... Cr" is completely unjustified since flameless (GF-) (ETA-) technique of AAS is significantly more
sensitive for Pb and Cr than FAAS.

Therefore, the authors using FAAS were unable to exceed the LOD for Pb, Cr and even for Cu and Cd.

Author’s Feedback:

The authors have provided the percentage recovery in table four. However authors want to know if the
editor wants standard deviation of the values for the individual elements for each sample. The authors
used one way ANOVA for the analysis and had LSD instead of standard deviation.



