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	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.


	I like this manuscript because it discusses a study aimed at evaluating the concentration of heavy metals (Cr, Cd, Pb, and Cu) in the sediments of five (5) intertidal streams (Elelenwo, Choba, Eagle Island, Ogbunabali, and Amadi-ama) around the metropolis of Port Harcourt, Nigeria, over a period of six (6) months. The results obtained by the author are satisfactory and show that heavy metals can be dangerous to human health and the environment, with levels exceeding the standards. In the keywords, the word contamination or pollution should be included in this work because the metal content exceeds the standards. The figure (Fig. 1: Map showing the study area) is not clear. Therefore, the author should either change the figure or increase its size.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate for this work but one could put as title Heavy Metal Levels in Surface Sediments from Bonny Estuary, 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.


	The abstract of the article is not complete because the author had to include the depth of sediment sampling.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound as a site was selected (Bonny estuary in Nigeria). Samples were collected and analyses were carried out. The obtained results were interpreted and compared to a standard.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but not recent. Therefore, it would be very interesting for the authors to add recent references (2023, 2024, and 2025).
	

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


	The quality of the language (English) of the article is suitable for scientific communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	This work is very interesting because it raises awareness among the population about the effects of heavy metals and finds solutions regarding the polluted area. But after the analyses, the obtained results must be compared to the global standard.
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