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PART 2: 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 Introduction: A better justification for this study isneeded. Pg 2 line 44 onwards you tend to show that youwill be studying on improved analytical methods ordecontamination or even impacts/effects of heavy metalcontamination. But you end up only determining levels(pg 2 ln 54) , which I find not really enough for a paper.We expect the levels in the dumpsite to be high, so whatis new? Please justify your study better.
 Methods:
 Details on study site are needed to give readers anindication of the extent of the activity like size of site,how old the activity has been on-going, sources ofscrap metals, why this specific dumpsite was chosen,etc.
 More details on sampling frame and regimes – whenwas it done (dry and wet season), how manysamples, collected at what intervals etc
 During lab analysis, give the reader an earlyindication of what heavy metals were analysed andthe rationale why you chose them
Results and Discussions
 Good presentation of results, but very muchexpected. With such it becomes hard to discuss. Butyour discussion can be enriched by adding morecross-references from Nigeria or West Africa. Whathave others found?
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Conclusion
 You have not done studies on corrosion capacity and

the soil retention capacity, so you cannot not
conclude like this.

 Add some recommendation.
Minor REVISION comments Methods: Adding a map/skept of the study area will help.Results

 Make the FEPA comparison clearer. I guess the limitswill be for for the top x m of soil not even 2 m of soilbelow the surface. So please check and be exact onthis.
Optional/General comments

 Precise, short and well written paper. Butassessment studies on heavy metals have to bejustified better and have a good discussion,otherwise it sounds not a good addition to the field ofstudy.
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