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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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.


	This is a topical issue of great importance to the scientific community. In fact, the subject could provide the impetus for research on the link between these pollutants (hydrocarbons and heavy metals) and recurring illnesses or diseases within the community living in and around the sampling area.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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 incomplete. Other parameters were analysed in this article but are not mentioned in the abstract, in particular temperature, electrical conductivity, salinity, pH and humidity. The results obtained for the above parameters should be completed mentioned in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The structure of the article is correct, as is the methodology adopted. However, the abstract and conclusion contradict each other. The abstract and conclusion need to be aligned and should be in the same direction. Here is what the abstract and conclusion say:

Abstract:

The concentration range of the heavy metals of both soils and Cores in the termitaria was 0.0.13 – 54.103 mg/Kg. These values are above the World Health Organization and National Environmental Standard and Regulations Enforcement Agency (WHO/NESREA) (0.001 – 5.0 mg/Kg). The THC results in both soils and cores of the termitaria varied from 21.087 – 632.191 mg/Kg. These results were higher than the (0.6 mg/Kg) limit of THC by the Department of Petroleum Resources
Conclusion:

The results obtained showed the presence of THC and heavy metals in the samples analyzed. It was found that the concentration of THC in the samples were within the permissible limit, and the concentration of heavy metals were lower than the permissible limit of WHO/ NESREA with exception of iron.
There is also an error in the section on lead results (3.2.7.1). It states ‘Lead was detected in all the samples presented in tables 6 and 7. Their concentration varied from 0.38 to 1.06 mg/kg for the soil and from 0.28 to 1.09 mg/kg for the carrot’. However, in the table 7, the lowest lead value in the core is 0.26 (sample 2) and not 0.28 (sample 5). Please correct this error.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article is very rich in bibliographical references. However, almost 70% of the references are more than 10 years old. It would be preferable for the vast majority of references to be less than 10 years old.
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the article is very interesting and scientifically important. However, a few corrections need to be made:

· The summary should be supplemented with the results obtained for parameters relating to temperature, electrical conductivity, salinity, pH and humidity.
· The information in the abstract should be linked to that in the conclusion.
· The error in 3.2.7.1 should be corrected.
· More recent references less than 10 years old should be included.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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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