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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 
 

 
It is part of methodology: Analyses were performed for metals such as arsenic (As), 
lead (Pb) and chromium (Cr) using Atomic Absorption Spectrophotometer (AAS). 
 
Study design; can be added in the following as for example Tguchi method 
 
Explain toxicity of elements more in invivo and invitro ambients in the introduction. 
 
Add the name of study design in the methodology part. 
 
 Add full details of materials and facilities applied to conduct experimental tests. 
 
Sample volume or number of tests carried out is not enough to publish the present 
paper in a valid journal. 
 
Literature review is not enough to discuss and prove the results relevantly. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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