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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.


	The study provides essential baseline data on the accumulation of copper, lead, and chromium in agricultural crops (tomatoes), assessing the concentration of heavy metals in tomatoes from farms in Wukari, Nigeria. Confirming that current metal levels remain within FAO/WHO acceptable limits, the manuscript contributes to raising public awareness of health issues and justifies the need for regular screening of vegetable products. Furthermore, the results highlight the link between contaminated water irrigation practices and the ability of plants to retain essential and toxic metals, laying the foundation for future environmental planning in developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate.
	

	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.


	1. The abstract gives values in mg/L, whereas the results table uses mg/kg. The units of measurement corresponding to solid samples (mg/kg) should be specified to avoid confusion.

2. The sample preparation method (wet ashing using HNO3 and HClO4) should be briefly mentioned, as this is a critical step for reproducibility.

3. It is advisable to add information on whether the differences between farms are statistically significant.

4. Instead of the general phrase ‘within acceptable limits’, it is worth specifying the specific values of these FAO/WHO limits for each metal so that the reader can immediately compare them with the results of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Contradiction in conclusions regarding chromium (Cr): This is the most serious flaw. The text of the ‘Results and Discussion’ section states that the Cr values in the study are higher than the safe limit of 2.30 mg/L. However, all other parts of the article – the abstract, text, and conclusion – state that all metals are within the FAO/WHO limits. This fundamental contradiction undermines the reliability of the conclusions.

Statistical data for undetected elements: For cadmium (Cd), the authors indicate an average value of 0.000, but also provide a standard deviation (e.g., ±0.002). From a scientific point of view, if the concentration is zero or below the detection limit of the instrument, the standard deviation cannot be calculated or indicated in this way.

The authors correctly link differences in metal accumulation to environmental factors and biological characteristics of plants. However, the lack of soil or water analysis data for the same sites makes conclusions about sources of contamination (e.g., irrigation) in the context of this work only speculative.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most sources date from the period between 2001 and 2015. This means that a significant portion of the literature (more than 10–15 years old) is outdated for such a dynamically developing field as environmental monitoring. The article lacks references to studies from the last 5 years (2021–2025).
	

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


	The quality of English in this article is assessed as satisfactory, but it requires serious editing before publication. The main ideas are clear, but the text suffers from grammatical errors, inconsistency in terminology, and typos: Technical typos and errors in typesetting: There are missing brackets in the text, for example, ‘Cadmium Cd)’; Punctuation and formatting: In some places, there are no spaces between words and references, and there is excessive use of commas or their absence in complex sentences. Summary: The article needs to be proofread by a native speaker or professional scientific editor (copyediting) to correct stylistic and grammatical errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	To enhance the scientific value, the authors should supplement the discussion with metal uptake mechanisms specific to Solanum lycopersicum and analyse in more detail the influence of seasonality or irrigation type mentioned in the conclusion.
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