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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The subject is both interesting and sensitive, concerning human health. The study of metal content in soil is of great interest. It would also have been interesting to hear a point of view on the possibility of removing metals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes, it is complete. I suggest correcting the sampling time in the paper. In the abstract and conclusions, March 2022-April 2022 appears, while in chapter 2.2., the period March 2022-April 2023 appears. This date is also important for the analysis results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well structured into chapters.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Of the 33 references, only 13 are after 2020 (39%). I think the Introduction could be supplemented with more recent references.
	

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


	The English in which the paper was written was easy to understand/translate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In relation (1), if “k” is a constant (1.5), this must be mentioned.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues.
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