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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Manuscript is well written, and significant information is present. 
Tables should be corrected. “exploited soils” should be start with capital “Exploite…” 
Without statistical information in bar diagram, it would be difficult to understand the significant level. So my suggestion 
is to authors kindly do the necessary statistics.  
Again, correlation table lack of statistical information. Without statistical information correlation table is invalid. So 
please do the needful.  
Most of the citation is old, and introduction portion is week. Author must add the following recent citations like … 
(1) Lead Toxicity: Health Hazards, Influence on Food Chain, and Sustainable Remediation Approaches;  
(2) Bio-remediation approaches for alleviation of cadmium contamination in natural resources; 
(3) Nickel in terrestrial biota: Comprehensive review on contamination, toxicity, tolerance and its remediation 
approaches;  
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