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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

From the paper “The study identified salt intrusion,
high iron content, acid rain, hydrocarbon pollution, use
of agrochemicals, industrial effluents and poor sanitation
as contributors to the soil and water deterioration in the
area’ -

Comment: Where???...The contribution does not show
any map or graph showing how these problems
(ecotoxic heavy metals , hydrocarbon, etc) are display in
the study area...can they develop any figure/s or chart/s
showing the most critical values or parameters in cases
like Pb, Cr, As, Hg, etc ...and where they are
geographically located...

The contribution lacks a general table with the raw
data.

Minor REVISION comments
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Optional /General comments

The contribution is very interesting and clear considering
the risk evaluation...but lacks a complete data base to
support the findings.
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