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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
1. See the corrections on the actual manuscript
highlighted in yellow and blue.  Item recommended
for deletion are in Red with double strikethrough.

Minor REVISION comments
1. Under Introduction, Author should include theexposure limit of chromium and nickel in soil and planttissue to strengthen the need for this research.
2. Under Materials and Methods (add s to Material)Materials.  Also include  location E as the control frompristine site
3. Under line 88 delete as shown ….. from to time to time
4. Under results and Discussions just before 3.1 Soilparameters delete lines 99-101
5. Line 106: Provide reference for the statement: “This istypical of most African soils” or delete it.
6. Line 121, add the last name of the lead Author
before the reference number   …. than those reported
by Akpoveta [13] or  …than those that have been
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reported [13].

7. Same for line 139 add the authors’ names before
references …the observations of Cartwright and Al-
Khashman [16-17] and not …the observation of [16,
17]

8. Line 140: Tables 3 & 4: Explain the anomaly with
Chromium levels in the samples from the East site
were increasing as distance increased  Cr at 50m
(nd) <  100 m (2.29) < 150m (21.9 < 200 m (22.48) <
250m (33.26), clearly, the Cr concentration in the
soil increases with distance until at 300m and 350m.
Thus the data may not be in agreement with those
reported in reference 16 & 17.  Similarly, for the
Nickel levels from the samples collected from the
North side of the factory increased with distance.,
The concentration at 350m was higher than those at
50-300m definitely there are anomalies for Nickel
going from 50m to 100m to 150m then 250m to
300m and to 350m. There is an increase as distance
increases between these points.

9. Line 195: Add Author’s name before the reference
number …similar to those reported by Fagbote [20]

Optional/General comments

Note: Anonymous Reviewer


