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From: XXX YYY<xxx@yyy.zzz>

Sent: Tue, Nov 4, 2014 at 4:18 PM

To: Managing Editor

Subject: Re: Request for Editorial decision for manuscript number 2014 BJAST_13557

Please find below my comments about the manuscript.

Attached Part:
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.
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