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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

In general, I found the work to be engaging and thought-provoking, but it needs some modifications 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

No   

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Overall, I found the manuscript to be well-written.  there are a few areas that I believe could be 
improved: 
- The literature cited is inadequate and does not describe the work entirely. The author must state the 
main question addressed by the research and summarise the goal, approach, and conclusions of the 
paper to show the key messages that will conveyed to the reader so they can be sure they are 
achieving what they set out to do. 
-The manuscript presents an interesting topic, but there are some issues that need attention. 
1-Introduction: need updated reference. 
2-Clarity and Organization: The overall structure has good coherence, but there are some sections that 
require revision. 
3- A-Methodology: The geochemical data used to set the background values was from only five years, 
which is insufficient to build a background value for any element; it should be at least twenty years to 
represent all the environmental conditions.  

B- The measurement unit for heavy metals in soil is mg/Kg, not ppm. 
4- Results and discussion: The results and discussion are not robust; they need revision, and the 
results need clarification; the discussion must be supported with references.  

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

The author must update some of the old references; 70% of them must be from 2019 and up  

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Need proofreading   

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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