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	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.
	The work determined the levels of OCPs residues in water and fish to ensure safety to consumers. It also compared the levels of the residues in dry and wet seasons. The work went further to estimate the non-carcinogenic and carcinogenic implications of the detected OCP residues. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Ok but consider adding Seasonal to capture the wet and dry analyses of residues in water and fish
	

	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.


	i) Delete: It is worthy of note that Hazard quotient (HQ) < 1 indicates low risk while HQ > 1 indicates high risk of exposure. Statistically, levels of OCPs detected in the commercial fish in both seasons were less than unity, implying that the commercial fish from the studied river are suitability for human consumption.
ii) Instead of results in tables 1 to 4, it should be results of the work

iii) Add the unit of the measured concentrations
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	i) The work is scientifically correct except that the authors were not careful in writing the formula and defining them (EDI). 
ii) The paper will be enriched if the reference dose, WHO limits and the slope factors of the individual residues are included. Include the solvent used for the extraction.
iii)  Fish eating birds or birds eating fishes?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	i) The refences not adequate. 

ii) About 50% of the references are between 2000 – 2010. 
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	There are some simple typing and grammatical errors. The authors should go through the work carefully to correct them.
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