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	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 article is of interest to the scientific community because it addresses a little-discussed topic for African river sediments. Furthermore, the importance of the origin and destination of these contaminants for the human exposome is relevant, considering some of the contaminants detected..
	

	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 summary is understandable. It would be suggested to indicate the extraction method and concentration of the analytes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article has some scientific issues that should be addressed by the authors:

1) A major problem is that the experimental section does not mention why methanol was used for the extraction, which may impact the types of analytes detected. Wasn't it evaluated whether allowing it to evaporate in the hood affected the amount of analytes recovered?

2) Another major problem is that the conditions of the analysis by gas chromatography coupled with mass spectrometry are not mentioned. This is vital to assess the detection of most of the compounds mentioned. Isn't the detection of siloxanes due to the column used? We assume, since it is not mentioned, that it is a column of the type traditionally used for this analysis, from which these compounds are sometimes released. Generally, many compounds co-elute, but this isn't mentioned in the paper. It would have been helpful to at least show the retention times of the identified compounds.
3) The authors do not explain how they arrive at expressing the concentrations in mass/mass units using the method of referring to the relative amount of each compound as the ratio of the areas of specific peaks to the total area of ​​the mass chromatogram. It would have been more advisable to leave them in relative proportions. This significantly compromises the validity of the quantitative results.

4) How do the authors explain that contaminants that are detected at a sampling point are not detected downstream of that point?

5) The indices that allow the identification certainty to be assessed and that are obtained in the NIST program itself are not mentioned.

6) Regarding the ANOVA analysis, given the different compositions by compound type, how is the null hypothesis accepted? Or does it refer to the total mg/kg? This brings us back to the method of quantification.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature needs updating with more recent references, including studies from Nigeria. DOIs for some are shown:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.158303
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.160254
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2025.139654
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2023.168633
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.109752
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.159529
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.etap.2022.103914
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