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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 presents a well-structured investigation on the physicochemical properties and heavy metal distribution in agricultural soils of Nasarawa State, Nigeria, with the stated aim of fate in retention of herbicide in tropical agroecosystems. The topic is relevant to environmental impacts, contributes valuable insights into the increasing concerns regarding soil contamination and sustainable agricultural practices.
	





PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	  3
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The manuscript title differs slightly from the aim of the experiment. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	 Yes, but needs some improvement. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	       Yes 
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	      No 
	





PART 3

	Reviewer’s comment (If any)


	

Manuscript Title: Physicochemical Characteristics and Heavy Metal Distribution in Agricultural Soils of Nasarawa State, Nigeria
Report
This manuscript presents a well-structured investigation on the physicochemical properties and heavy metal distribution in agricultural soils of Nasarawa State, Nigeria, with the stated aim of fate in retention of herbicide in tropical agroecosystems. The topic is relevant to environmental impacts, contributes valuable insights into the increasing concerns regarding soil contamination and sustainable agricultural practices.
Comments
1. The conducted investigation highlights interactions of herbicide with heavy metals; however, no direct experimental study of herbicide behavior is conducted. So, the linkage between soil properties, heavy metals, and herbicide retention remains speculative. 
2. Heavy metal concentrations are reported in mg/g, which appears erroneous and should likely be mg/kg.
3. The statistical outputs should be more effectively linked to the study’s objectives.
4. Claims regarding herbicide retention mechanisms are not experimentally validated.
5. Though the study applies standard analytical methods alongside multivariate statistical tools such as Principal Component Analysis (PCA), the results lack clear explanation of variable loadings and environmental significance and not adequately described or interpreted in the text.
Suggestion
 Redefine the study objectives clearly and ensure they are well aligned with the methods and results. 
 Change all unit inconsistencies and enhance the clarity and presentation of tables and figures. 
 Provide comprehensive and insightful interpretations of the statistical analyses, particularly PCA. 
 Eliminate speculative statements and ensure that all conclusions are firmly supported by the data. 
Recommendation 
While the manuscript addresses an important topic and presents potentially valuable data, substantial revisions are required before it can be considered for publication. Addressing clearly the issues related to redefine the study objectives and relate them with the methods and results.
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