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evaluator’s comments 
Still I am sorry but it is self-plagiarism. The text of both articles is in majority the same. If one compared the text of the manuscript with the 
one which has been published: 
http://www.journalcsij.com/index.php/CSIJ/article/view/30105/56480   
the text of paragraphs are the same. They just changed the numbers. The whole paper is just auto-plagiarism. The international standards do 
not allow the same text formulations and phases for two different manuscripts. I believe that a good science is more that a copy and paste 
the same text just with other numbers. 
 
The authors just passed and copied the text. This is not possible according to the international standards. In addition, the authors are quite 
impolite in the reply to the reviewer who have large exercise with publications in highly impacted international journals and is a regular 
reviewer of top international journals. 
 
Additionally: 
The authors did not explained still why they in descriptions of table have other metals than in the table 
“Table 1: Mean concentration of Cd, Co, Cr, & Fe in mgkg-1 (dry weight) in the soil and vegetables during the rainy 

season in Obudu.” 

and “Table 2: Mean concentration of Cd, Co, Cr, & Fe in mgkg-1 (dry weight) in the soil and vegetables during the dry 

season in Obudu.” 

Lines 167-168 and 170-171. Additionally the authors write that the sample are form Obudu area. 

Text of lines 96-113 is incorrectly formatted. 

Again the whole text of the manuscript is the same as the manuscript which has been published. Just the numbers are 

different. 
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