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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 
 

 
The results and discussion sections should be revised into normal prose for 
improved readability. They currently read more like a bulleted list. 
 
The data in figure 3 a-c would be presented in another form. The current 
presentation does not give the best explanation of the data.  I would suggest a table. 
 
There are duplicate figure numbers for figures 1, 2 and 3.  All figures must be 
numbered sequentially 
 
The conditions for the atomic absorption instrument are not presented in the paper, 
the authors should include lamp type, wavelength, flame type, etc. I would also like 
to see the experimental detection limits for their conditions.   
 
The dissolution conditions are given for both soil and plants.  How do these 
conditions compare with ASTM standard methods? 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The authors have stated this is a review article.  It appears to be original research more 
than a review. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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