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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 
 

Line 77 – amount or number of detections? 
Line 81 – technique or techniques, it was used more than one? 
Line 94 – as it was used Kits from a company, put the part number 
Line 132 – the matrix is soil, why the blank was made in water? 
Line 138 – the reference material (CRM) was purchased? 
Line 142 – abbreviation of PAHs 
Line 145 – it was studied 74 or 86 pesticides (see line 65)? 
Line 147 – 74 pesticide groups or pesticides? 
Line 202/203 – correct the names of pesticides and the nomenclature of cis and trans 
substances, also in this field correct the pp’DDE etc. define the nomenclature 
Conclusion – proposed method or methods (which ones) 
Observe the Highlighted suggestions 
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