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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. The methodology is faulty: there is no description of
the sampling locations viz a viz the traffic density
and other mention of industrial activities. There was
no mention of Quality Control procedures.

2. Tables (1&2) for results are too shallow. There
should be determination of enrichment factor to be
sure the introduction of metals into the road dust is
anthropogenic.

3. There should be Test of Normality to determine if
ANOVA id appropriate because most geochemical
parameters are usually Non-normal.

4. Metals should be correlated to determine their
relationships in the road dust

5. Credible discussion cannot be undertaken because of
the amount of tables presented. Tables should be
improved.

6. Conclusion cannot be supported with the results
because traffic density of studied locations are not
reported.

7. There are grammatical mistakes.

1Traffic density has been improved upon.

2.The research work is on analysis of roadside dust
for heavy metal and the values on the table is very
clear and convincing.

3. No need of normality test since standard
procedures were followed and calibration curve for
each of the metals were obtained.

4.metals did not originate from the same source

5. Noted

6. Refer to the study area.

8. Noted.

Minor REVISION comments
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Optional /General comments

The manuscript should be overhauled generally and re-
reviewed before acceptance.
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