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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 
 

 
This is very important, I suggest to modify table 1 (if possible), comparing your 
results with the limits stablished by WHO, IOM, JECFA and EPA. 
 
Note that you are reporting mg/kg. For example, you found 0.72 mg Ni /kg… this 
value would be better compare with a recommended daily intake and describe an 
approximated amount of kaolinite consumed by a person. Would a person eat 1 kg 
of kaolinite per day?  
In your discussion you state “The permissible limit of Nickel in plants recommended 
by WHO is 10mg/kg.” but you are not presenting daily intake limits, however, in the 
next sentence you mention “which is above the WHO permissible standard per daily 
intake”. Clarify this. 
 
If you provide the table, modify the abstract and conclusions indicating the content 
of metals and correlate with a daily intake. This is my suggestion. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Remove the local term NZU from the title, you can add it in the abstract. 
 
In your methodology, provide the name of the equipment, the wavelength to read 
each metal. Add the number of analysis per sample (n=1, 2, 3??). 
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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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