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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 study is important for the scientific community as it provides valuable information on the impact of PAH and PCB pollution in soils of industrial areas. The results contribute to a better understanding of the ecological risks of these toxic compounds and their effects on the environment and human health. It also highlights the need for effective strategies to address pollution and protect the environment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested title:
"Ecological Risk Assessment of Soil Contamination with PAHs and PCBs in Industrial Sites of Rivers State"
	

	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 generally comprehensive, as it mentions the main topic of the study, the methodology used, key results, and recommendations. However, it could be improved by adding some points to better explain the relationship between the results and their environmental and health impacts.

Suggestions:
1. Include information about the potential effects of these pollutants on human health and other living organisms.

2. Clarify whether the results suggest any solutions or strategies for mitigating environmental pollution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. There is insufficient comparison between the results and similar studies from other regions or countries, although references to some studies are provided. However, this aspect could be expanded to improve understanding.

2. Using a "single sample" (a non-industrial site) may not be sufficient to provide an accurate picture of the "background" or "natural base" concentrations in an unpolluted environment. It would be preferable to include another sample from other, different environments.

Results

1- It would have been better to compare these results with previous studies on PAHs and PCBs in similar regions to determine the extent of the impact of industrial activities in the area.

2- Potential human health effects were not sufficiently addressed, except for some general effects such as cancer. The research would have been more detailed in this regard, providing direct links between the obtained concentrations and specific diseases.

3- In the Discussion section, it would have been better to review some previous studies in more detail to clarify how the results align with the current literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1- The references are quite outdated in most parts of the study and should be updated. Many of the cited references are from earlier years (2005-2010), while there are several recent studies that could be added to better substantiate the findings.2- In the Materials and Methods section, references to the methods used should be included. For example, the Gas Chromatography-Mass Spectrometry (GC-MS) technique and other methods employed for sample analysis should be documented with sources that support these approaches.3- The number of references used in the study is limited; they should be increased to enhance the scientific credibility and strength of the research. Adding more recent and comprehensive references would significantly strengthen the research scientifically.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language quality of the article is generally good. Some sentences could be clearer, but overall, the scientific style is suitable for scholarly communication.
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