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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.


	The significance of this manuscript is that it examines the level of radiation at dumpsites that directly impacts the environment and human health. The results present information that can assist communities and authorities to comprehend the risks associated with waste disposal locations. It also contributes to scientific community on the background radiation in the developing regions, where such studies are weak. The findings have the potential to inform future waste management and safety policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable because it clearly explains what the study is about and where it was carried out. It is specific and matches the content of the manuscript well. No changes are needed.
	

	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 clear and explains the aim, methods, and key findings of the study. It shows the importance of measuring radiation levels and the possible risks for people living near dumpsites. I suggest adding a sentence at the end to show how the results could help improve waste management and protect people’s health.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The methods are clearly described, and the use of a calibrated Geiger-Muller counter is appropriate for this kind of study. The results are supported by data and are compared with international standards, which makes the findings reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript are relevant and provide a good background for the study. They include studies on radiation levels, health risks, and waste management, both in Nigeria and other countries, as well as important reports like UNSCEAR and ICRP. Most of the references are fairly recent, though some are older, which is fine for foundational information. Overall, the references are enough, but adding a few more studies from the last 2–3 years could make the paper even stronger.
	

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


	The language in the manuscript is clear and easy to understand. The sentences are well-structured, and the ideas are presented in a straightforward way. Overall, the English is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-written and easy to follow. The study provides useful data on radiation levels that can help in understanding environmental and health risks. It makes a valuable contribution to research on waste management and radiation safety.
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