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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.


	Human Health Risk Assessment of Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) in Fish from Eniong River, Nigeria is a scientifically sound manuscript due to its alignment with standard operating procedures in the research work and written manuscript. The author demonstrated an appreciable level of understanding of scientific methods in relation to this work. The study highlighted gaps in knowledge and utilized scientific means to fill identified gaps. This manuscript is beneficial to all and sundry as it xrays various pollutants of surface water as well as concentration in fish. Most importantly it assessed human health hazards of organic carcinogen polychlorinated byphenyls in fish which is common source of protein. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.


	Good abstract however, can better if the following are added such the study design, procedure for sample collection, number of sample collected, frequency of sample collected coordinates of sample site, instruments of sample collection, type of fish studied, use standard unit, method of data analysis.
Deletion

The introductory statement in the abstract should be removed. Delete precautionary method also.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct because it highlighted various standard of collection and analysis of pollutants in aquatic biota. Use of appropriate instrumentation such as gas chromatography equipped with mass spectrometer is additional proof of the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Extraction of samples using dichloromethane, hexane and acetone further aligns with how scientifically good the manuscript is.
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	Yes, however there is need to replace some very old citations and references
	

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


	Yes, however need little more grammatical touch.
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	Generally great effort, however, would be greater effort if the areas of corrections are considered
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