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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This topic is very important scientifically, except that the author has approached it poorly. The bibliography is poor and old. In subjects like this, a little statistics doesn't hurt.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title too long, does not present the importance of the work
Contamination of artisanal mining soils by heavy metals: the case of Mayo-Sinna, Taraba State, Nigeria
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	in the abstract of the article, the author repeated the same sentences from the introduction and the results
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	20% of the references are recent (> 2015) and 80% of the references are obsolete
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The quality of the language and English of the article are acceptable
	

	Optional/General comments


	- If the WHO standards and the Nigerian standards are identical, why are you making comparisons with the two standards?

- You say the analyses are performed in triplicate, where are the means and SDs?

- Comparing the figures doesn't give good results; you should compare using means and SDs.

the comparison of soil ETMs is not made with drinking water standards
The map of the study area is poorly constructed

We need to see it again
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No
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