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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The Ms AJACR 50351 proposed by the authors reports data of low scientific 
relevance, presenting the results of the simple chemical analysis of the powdered 
metal content of selected types of coffee. The investigation can give more 
information if the analysis is intact with the quantification of the content of metals 
that go into solution in the drink. Furthermore, the assimilation of micronutrients 
varies in different individuals depending on the quantity of drink taken daily for 
periods of time, so a survey on the accumulation of metals in the plasma of a large 
sample of the population can confirm the proposed study. 
There are many form and typing errors. 
Graph 2 is to be modified, the legend is superimposed on the bars of the graph, 
moreover the choice of a different type of graph in shape and color could make it 
easier to read the data. 
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