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part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The subject is very topical. With industrialization, heavy metals continue to plague the 
environment and human health. 
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

yes  
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scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
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The manuscript is robust for several reasons 
Firstly, the author has a large number of samples. He has a good metal detection method. 
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