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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 
 

 
 
My concern about this manuscript  
 
Abstract: Okay 
Introduction: this section not focused on the heavy metal pollution mostly related to the 
oil and gas reservoirs of the country, author should rewrite this section    
 
Experimental:  

The samples were mixed gently and homogenized and sieved through 2 mm 
mesh - sieve. The 
samples were first dried, and then placed in electric oven at a temperature of 40 
°C 
approximately for 30 minutes. The resulting fine powder was kept at a room 
temperature for 

digestion.Here why use this temperature ? 
Results and discussion  
Okay 
Tables and figure:  
Table 2 data should convert into bar graph  
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Minor revision required  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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