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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.


	1) Studies on the detection of contaminants in the natural environment contribute to establishing permissible limits for effluent discharges in environmental legislation.

2) These investigations help determine potential sources of contamination and transfers within natural trophic chains.

3) They are also needed to understand potential routes of contamination to humans.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative title:
Pesticide levels in two fish species from a section of the Niger River, Anambra State, Nigeria.
	

	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.


	Include information on the statistical analysis of the results regarding the differences between the two sites. Were significant differences observed? Also indicate the number of samples for each species.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the work presents several technical and grammatical weaknesses.
1) A map of the sampling area identifying the two study sites is not presented. 
2) The number of samples for each species and the number of replicate analyses (minimum 3 in each case) are not indicated. 
3) What were the standard deviations of the concentrations? 
4) There is no evidence of statistical evaluation of the results. 
5) No data are presented on the analytical validation of the methodology used to quantify and identify the pesticides (certified standards, mass detection, recovery percentages, etc.). 
6) What were the detection limits for the pesticides?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1) Some references supporting the sample extraction and treatment methodology should be included.
2) Data on the validation of the pesticide analysis methodology should be included in the results section.
3) The discussion of results should be enhanced by presenting the results of the statistical analysis across study sites, with reference to potential sources of contamination at each site.
4) Statistical evidence of differences between species in terms of pesticide content should also be presented.
5) Include a comparative table with pesticide concentrations in different fish species in rivers around the world (with their references) to contrast with the results obtained in this study.
	

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


	The manuscript should be checked for English grammar.
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