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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
1. Abstract: Correct geoaccumula to geo-accumulation, and use space bar to

separate wet from and.
2. Line 29, 38 & 43: Starting a sentence with [5], [6] etc, is not ideal, Use

author(s)’s first name, then [number].
3. Line 51: Do you mean dumps or dungs?
4. Line101: Wastes, not waste.
5. Line 129: It is ideal to state the weight of soil sample digested.
6. Line 130: 70% Nitric acid concentrated or dilute? Is one acid ideal for

digestion? Which standard method is that?
7. Line 131: Is it 1040C or 1040C?
8. Line135: Is the AAS Flame or Carbon graphite? Please state.
9. Line142: Was, not were.
10. Line146: According to who?
11. Line153 & 173: Be consistent with code numbers or Authors names in your

citations.
12. Line226: showed, not show.
13. Line256: seasons, not season.
14. Line293: Conforms to, not with.
15. Line302: heavy metals present, not metal.
16. Line338: samples were, not sample.

Minor REVISION comments
References should be for matted according to the Journal’s guidelines.

Optional/General comments
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PART  2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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