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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. lIs thettitle 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)

The manuscript is important. Assessing the heavy metal profile of a ‘proposed’ dump site is
necessary for determining whether the site is really suitable for a dump site or not, and can
provide a guide to a more sustainable land use and environmental management.

Title of article is quite suitable. Alternatively, “Heavy Metal Profile of the Proposed Dump
Site at Ntak-Inyang Itam, Akwa Ibom, Nigeria.”

Abstract is comprehensive

Structure and subsections are appropriate

The manuscript does not contain any justification for the study, or why the study was
necessary for this particular ‘proposed’ dump site.

References are few and most are research from more than ten years ago. More recent
references are needed to support the findings.

The manuscript/study does not contain a conclusion or recommendations for relevant
authorities. What would the researcher(s) recommend if the dump site was heavily polluted
with heavy metals, or not polluted at all? A dump site will always be contaminated by a wide
spectrum of pollutants. Hence, a baseline study should be able to recommend relocation of
the dump site, affirmation of the site for dumping, or use of the site for some other public
ventures.

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

The article requires some grammatical overhaul/reconstruction, especially tenses and punctuation

Optional/General comments

Researcher(s) did a great work
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