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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with
reviewer, corrects the manuscript and
highlights that part in the manuscript. It
is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION
comments

1 Line 16-24: These sentences should be revised so that they can be easily
understood.

2 Line 31-32: I can't understand the sentence.

3 Line 46-48: References should be added.

4 Line 50-52: I can't understand the sentence.

5 Introduction: The section should be revised carefully. It usually contains
background, causes, objectives, and methods.

6 Section 2.1: The section must be rewrite.

7 Line 91, 0-2s0: What's that mean??

8 Line 138-139: What's it means??

9 Line 175-182: Why The PH values were changed in the heavy metal-polluted
soil samples? The causes should be added.

10 Line 190-191: More detail causes must be added.

11 Line 280-282: What's the sentence implying?? | can't understand.

12 Line 282-286: 1 don't think the results of this study can reveal the
conclusions. Please revise.

13 Line 303-307: The sentence must be revised.

14 The conclusion should be rewritten.

15 The English languish of this paper is very poor. Therefore, the English
languish must be revised carefully by a native editor.

See correction

Corrected according to reviewer’s
comment.

Corrected according to reviewer’s
suggestion.

Corrected according to reviewer’s
comment.

Corrected according to reviewer’s

suggestion.

Corrected according to reviewer’s
comment.

Minor REVISION
comments

Optional/General
comments
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