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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The results of the soil analysis before treatment with pharmaceutical effluents was 
not presented and also that of the control sample. This will allow for comparison 
with those after treatment and subsequent evaluation of the amount of pollutants 
actually present in the environment as well as the plant parts. 
All the journals in your references have no issue number. 
 In APA style of referencing, “&” is used in joining the names of authors, not “and” 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Line 14, name of journal is not italicised. 
Line 145, close the gap between pages 205 to 221 
Line 147, name of journal not italicised. 
Reference 6, pages of journal cited is not stated. 
Reference 9, is not properly written, there is no full stop after year in bracket and the pages 
are not stated. 
Line 159, name of journal is not italicised. 
Reference 11,12,  should be written properly. Arrange the names according to the format of 
referencing. 
Reference 13,17, 18, 19,  names of journal not italicised 
Reference 20, if this is an online article, provide the web link. 
Reference 21, check pages and volume or issue numbers presented it may not be correct. 
Reference 22, volume and pages of article are not properly presented. 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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