Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Geological Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOGER_139568

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	POTENTIAL TOXIC ELEMENTS (PTEs) ASSESSMENT IN SOIL AND RIVER SEDIMENT WITHIN KWALKWALAWA IRRIGATION FLOODPLAIN OF SOKOTO STATE, NORTH-WESTERN NIGERIA

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	This article is important in highlighting the status of heavy metal pollution within the designated study area. The indices used in this study are valuable for improved monitoring and pollution management in the area. In the long term, this will contribute significant knowledge that can support more comprehensive studies in the future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic is adequate to highlight the research focus and should be maintained 
	

	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 sufficient however there are no keywords listed at the end of the abstract

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically written. However, in the methodology section, there is no formula provided for the Igeo index, enrichment factor, and ecological risk.

In the methodology section the elements of heavy metals of interest is not mentioned. The certified reference material for the MP-AES was not mentiond. The CRM is important to validate the value of the analyses.
For the calculation of  CF- what background value was used?

The author should use mg.kg-1 instead of mg/kg

The should be 1 space for the unit


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although 18 references are cited, the majority of them are outdated — some as early as 2006 and even 1997. I strongly suggest updating the references, preferably within the last five years.
	

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


	Yes the quality of the language is sufficient and understandable 
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	Overall, I think the information provided in this article is worth publishing; however, the article should be improved, particularly in the references and methodology sections
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