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Optional/General comments 
 

The only instance where both Atterberg limits and gradation are required is when we 
analyse missed soils. It is good to see someone looking at potential correlations of both. 
But there has be a purpose and added value. I do not see both in this paper: Soils have 
been selected with no justification and there is no independent verification of results. Also, 
the presentation of the graphs are very poor and un-scientific.  

The method of sample selection was purposive The methods adopted are 
within the scope of the study. The results were also declared valid for the 
study area. Further study is recommended as contained in the Conclusion. 
The graphs were presented only to show the pattern of variation between the 
parameters. 
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