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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 physicochemical characteristics of crude oil samples from four producing fields in Nigeria's Niger Delta are compared in this publication. The study gives results for important characteristics such viscosity, gum content, API gravity, specific gravity, and others using normal ASTM protocols. The study sheds light on the differences in the properties of crude oil in various oil fields and identifies possible difficulties for transportation and refinement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative however, contains a typographical error, such as “COMPERATIVE” should be corrected to “COMPARATIVE.”

	

	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, however, In abstract there is a lack of clarity on the significance of missing data such as Reid Vapour Pressure, Cloud Point, and Sulphur Content. Provide information on why these values were marked “NA” and their effects.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Authors may add most recent refernces, such as;

1. https://doi.org/10.1080/15567036.2021.2024302
2. https://doi.org/10.1177/09544089241307498
Reformat all references to journal style, ensure consistency, and avoid duplicates. Odebunmi et al. (2001) and (2002) are listed twice.
	

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


	Check for typos and grammatical corrections. The authors are also encouraged to seek assistance from a native English speaker or a professional language editor to improve the overall quality of the writing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In Result and Discussions, the table format needs refinement: Labels are misaligned and poorly formatted.

2. Numerical data should be consistently reported (e.g., dynamic viscosity shows two values for 0°C and 80°C but is inconsistently explained).

3. The use of personal pronouns likes “my samples” and “I analyzed” in the discussion is inappropriate for a scientific manuscript.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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