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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript is important because it evaluates the effectiveness of remediation on groundwater quality in a sensitive oil-producing region. It provides baseline data for policymakers, environmental scientists, and public health practitioners. The findings contribute to ongoing discussions on environmental management, community health risks, and sustainable water resource management in oil-impacted regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and descriptive. A slightly improved alternative could be:
“Groundwater Quality Assessment in Remediated Oil Spill Sites: Physicochemical and Microbial Characteristics in Obite/Egba, Rivers 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.


	The abstract is too long and somewhat repetitive. It should be shortened to about 250 words, focusing on:

· Key methods (cross-sectional, SPSS analysis)

· Quantitative results (pH, TDS, coliform counts)

· Main conclusion (mostly within WHO standards, with some exceptions such as total coliform).
The sentence “Water, as regarded the most crucial liquid for maintaining life on earth is water” should be deleted for clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is relevant and methodologically acceptable, but the sample size (two samples) is too small for inferential statistics. T-tests on such limited data are not valid. The manuscript should either expand the sample size or reframe results as a preliminary/descriptive study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, most references are recent and relevant. However, consistency in formatting is needed (journal names abbreviated vs. full names). It would also strengthen the paper to add WHO 2023 guidelines for drinking water quality.
	

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


	Not yet. The manuscript contains grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and redundancies. A thorough language edit is needed to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Merge overlapping results tables to improve readability.

Ensure consistency between results, discussion, and conclusion.

Explicitly acknowledge limitations (very small sample size).

Clarify hypothesis statements (currently contradictory).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Ethical approval from the University of Port Harcourt is mentioned, along with community leader consent. However, it should also be clarified whether informed consent was obtained from households.
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