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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? This study provides an interesting insight into the levels of heavy metals present in three different
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) sites of rice-growing soils, and their accumulation in the rice grown on the same site in Nnatu St
Azuuiyi Udene, Abakiliki, Ebonyi State. The study has employed a comprehensive methodology for

the collection and analysis of the soil and rice samples, and the results show that the levels of
arsenic, cadmium and lead were not significantly different across the three sites. The study
provides valuable evidence that the rice grown in Nnatu St Azuuiyi Udene is safe for consumption.

Yes
2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? the methodology used, the results, and the conclusion of the study.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? Yes

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of Relatively okay, but the authors should compare their metal level with related studies in other
additional references, please mention in the review form. regions in Nigeria and other crops. Authors can consider the article below:
Determination of heavy metals pisum sativum in Nigeria

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

Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. It includes the aim of the study, the study design,

Authors did not mention their sampling method, how did they select the rice and soil samples?
Was there any bias? Who grew the crops and when were they harvested?

To increase the readability of their article, authors should report some of the results using
chart/figures. Because Tables make it difficult for readers to quickly grasp the meaning of the data

Minor REVISION comments
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Yes
communications?

Optional/General comments
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