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PART 1: Review Comments

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

ension of
wo added
acknowledged

1. The work being reported here seems to be an ext
Etim’s published work from the same area and with t
plants and sites . Thus, the work of Etim should be
here.

2. The criteria for choosing the selected control s
clearly stated since it is even more polluted than
being investigated

ite should be
some sites

3.The Method detection limit was be specified
4. Make and model of instrument should be indicated

5. Season during which the sampling occurred must a Iso be
indicated as there are seasonal variations in soil-  metal content
and consequently will affect metal plant uptake.

6. Other recommended but compulsory corrections are on the
attached pdf format of the manuscript.

None except that the author/s failed to cite Etim’
important reference germane to the work. Furthermo
forms the foundation for this current work. The ref
in the corrected manuscript.

s work, avery
re, that work
erence is given

1. Etim et al. 2016 is acknowledged.

2. The criteria has been stated.

3. Done
4. Model is indicated.

5. Done

6. All the corrections have been effected and
highlighted in yellow.

Strongly agree with reviewer. Etim’s work is
referenced appropriately.

Minor REVISION
comments

Optional /General
comments
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