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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 
 

- It is suggested that the discussion about the tables and figures should appear in the 
text before the appearance of the respective tables. 
Information presented in the tables should not be repeated in the discussion about the 
table. Tables should be explanatory enough to be understandable without any text 
reference. In the text should only appear the discussion and not repetition of data of 
the table. 
-  Materials and Methods (synthesize) Already published methods should be 
mentioned with references. 
- 5 line of the abstrat: Lactuca sativa (italic). 
- Figure 1: Is figure 1 important? If yes, it should be mentioned in the text. If not, it 
should be withdrawn (No tables or figures should be given without discussion or 
reference inside the text). 
- The discussion may be better: because the moisture content is very low when 
compared with the control sample? Because in quantitative phytochemical analysis 
significant difference (observed between the two groups)? 
- Conclusion: “Our results revealed that the alkaline dust emitted from the cement plant 
causes uptake of metals by the plant and decreased phytochemical concentrations” Is 

this statement 100% correct? 

• Noted and corrected but some significant points in the 
tables where heighted in discussion 

• Reference are cited across materials and methods 

• Corrected 

• Fig 1 is cited in 2.2 samples collection. 

• Typo statement is corrected 

• Conclusion is also corrected 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 


