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Compulsory REVISION comments

Introduction: A better justification for this study is
needed. Pg 2 line 44 onwards you tend to show that you
will be studying on improved analytical methods or
decontamination or even impacts/effects of heavy metal
contamination. But you end up only determining levels
(pg 2 In 54) , which I find not really enough for a paper.
We expect the levels in the dumpsite to be high, so what
is new? Please justify your study better.

Methods:

e Details on study site are needed to give readers an
indication of the extent of the activity like size of site,
how old the activity has been on-going, sources of
scrap metals, why this specific dumpsite was chosen,
etc.

e More details on sampling frame and regimes - when
was it done (dry and wet season), how many
samples, collected at what intervals etc

e During lab analysis, give the reader an early
indication of what heavy metals were analysed and
the rationale why you chose them

Results and Discussions

e Good presentation of results, but very much
expected. With such it becomes hard to discuss. But
your discussion can be enriched by adding more
cross-references from Nigeria or West Africa. What
have others found?

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (2™ June, 2012)




Q
SCIENCEDOMAIN international "*"-’1--_;;’“.

www. sciencedomain.org 1 .\'
SDI Review Form 1.6 HCIEHCEO0MAN

Conclusion

¢ You have not done studies on corrosion capacity and
the soil retention capacity, so you cannot not
conclude like this.

e Add some recommendation.

Minor REVISION comments Methods: Adding a map/skept of the study area will help.

Results

o  Make the FEPA comparison clearer. I guess the limits
will be for for the top x m of soil not even 2 m of soil
below the surface. So please check and be exact on
this.

Optional /General comments
e Precise, short and well written paper. But
assessment studies on heavy metals have to be
justified better and have a good discussion,
otherwise it sounds not a good addition to the field of
study.
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