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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
 
Yes, it is. 
 
 
Yes, but Owerri comes before Imo State  
ASSESSMENT OF HEAVY METAL CONTAMINATION OF SOIL IN MECHANIC 
WORKSHOP: A CASE STUDY OF NEKEDE AND ORJI IN OWERRI, IMO STATE, NIGERIA. 
 
There is the need for the Author to very briefly capture the effect/s of the heavy metal 
contamination.  
 
Author should work on the upper and the lower cases. 
 
Yes, it is. 
 
 
They are sufficient but only 3 are from 2015 – 2023. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Yes, but can still employ synonyms to many used words such as ‘’due to’’ 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
i. The Author should compare and contrast the concentration values of the 

parameters/element analysed to works that have previously carried out by other 
scholars.  

ii. State the reasons for the high and lower concentrations at the different selected 
locations 
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