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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 
 

 
It is a very elementary paper. 
 
English should be reviewed 
And correct: 
Line 17/20: the way to explain the formation of clay minerals is not correct. 
Rewrite. 
Line 24: The groups are not correct; the reference used is not adequate. 
Would serve any mineralogy / clay minerals manual) 
Line 43: anaemia, hypoferranaemia? 
Figure 2: Complete it by placing Nigeria on the map of Africa 
Line86: Indicate how it has been sprayed 
Line 88: Indicate the purity of the reagents 
Line 92: indicate the brand and model of AAS 
Line 96: In all the paper, it must be clarified if it is Kaolin or kaolinite. 
Table 1: how many analyses have been done; indicate the mean, the 
standard deviation. 
 

The references are not complete and do not conform to the standards of the journal. 
 

 
 
The paper has been modified accordingly 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


