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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.


	This study is very important as it talks to an issue that is a direct threat to food security. Not only is it important to monitor the concentration of pollutants in soils used for agricultural purposes, it is also important to  monitor their concentrations in water bodies. Furthermore, the usage of rigorous and accurate equipment for data collection improves the quality of the monitoring data thereby having a positive impact in terms of data reliability. Therefore, this study makes a great contribution to not only the scientific community but to those that practice agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable as it speaks directly to what its content is about.
	

	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 is comprehensive and gives a clear synopsis of the work that was done and highlights the major conclusions from the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct as it follows the expected scientific formatting. From the abstract to aims and objectives including the methodology used which allows reproducibility. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant and recent. 
	

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


	The quality of English language usage is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	On the abstract, the authors have the abbreviation IAP which is not explained in full. May this be addressed. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

There are no identifiable ethical issues in this manuscript.
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