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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript is important because it provides valuable insights into iron and zinc distribution in different parent materials, which is critical for soil fertility and agricultural management. It contributes to the understanding of nutrient availability in Nigerian soils and the effectiveness of different extraction methods. The findings can help inform soil management practices and improve crop productivity in tropical regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly appropriate, but it could be more concise. A possible revision:
"Iron and Zinc Distribution in Different Parent Materials of Akwa Ibom State, Nigeria: Implications for Soil Fertility and Management"
	

	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.


	The abstract covers key aspects of the study, but it could be clearer by briefly summarizing the main findings and their practical significance. Also, reducing wordiness would improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodologies and data analysis. However, it lacks comparative discussions with recent studies, which would help validate the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, many references are outdated. More recent studies should be cited, such as:

Oloruntoba, A., Omoniyi, A. O., Shittu, Z. A., Ajala, R. O., & Kolawole, S. A. (2024). Heavy metal contamination in soils, water, and food in nigeria from 2000–2019: A systematic review on methods, pollution level and policy implications. Water, Air, & Soil Pollution, 235(9), 586.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear, but there are grammatical errors, inconsistencies in formatting, and wordy sentences. Some sections need better structure and conciseness for improved readability. A thorough proofreading is recommended.
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