Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Environment & Ecology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEE_150397

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Assessment of Physico-chemical, Heavy Metals and Microbial Characteristics of a Surface Water Resource: The Rumuosi Borrow Pit, Port Harcourt, Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	There is already a critical knowledge gap in water quality around Rumuosi, Rivers State. It provides the first assessment of water quality in the Rumuosi borrow pit, a long-abandoned site in Nigeria's Niger Delta. The risks associated with heavy metals and microbial contamination are highlighted in this article. The author(s) underscores the dual potential of borrow pits as biodiversity habitats and water resources, and yet reveals pollution hazards that threaten human health and the immediate ecosystems and the globe. The findings contribute to UN-SDG 6 by informing sustainable management strategies, such as dredging for remediation, in regions with widespread unmanaged pits. The article also presents a base line data for environmental scientists and the community. Tha data so presented will serve for future monitoring and links local anthropogenic activities (e.g., waste dumping, grazing) to pollution. The article also drop a note worthy understanding of man-made water bodies' suitability for aquaculture or irrigation amid urbanization pressures in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it accurately and concisely captures the study's effort on physico-chemical, heavy metal, and microbial analysis of the specific site. Without unnecessary jargon, it clearly signals the scope, location, and applied relevance. The authors may consider addition of the word “Assessment” to give it a scientific coloration.
	

	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 aligns with basic technical specifications for structure (aim, design, place, methods, results, conclusion, keywords) and briefness, giving succinct key findings and implications effectively. However, it could improve precision by specifying standards (e.g., DPR/FMEnv 2011) and quantifying more results uniformly (e.g., ranges for all parameters). 

Minor concerns that require attention include inconsistent capitalization (e.g., "Study Design") and ambiguous phrasing like "fitness for human use." The Author(s) can consider giving specific impact(s)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically suitable since it provides data for any research bordering around a regional environment analysis. It offers a straightforward descriptive analysis of water quality with standard methods (e.g., Winkler for BOD/DO, GF-AAS for metals, MPN for coliforms) and comparisons to DPR/FMEnv (2011) standards. 

The Strengths of the article include site-specific baseline data, ecological context (e.g., biodiversity support), and practical recommendations like dredging. 

However it suffers from limited sampling (as only 4 points, no replicates or seasonal variation) is considered. We know that the Niger delta reqion of Nigeria and world has two basic seasons. An absence of statistical analysis (e.g., ANOVA for trends) is a concern. The aurthor(s) did not present a  sediment analysis despite speculation on metal sources, and without toxicity tests to properly draw  conclusion on the suitability of the environment for (e.g., "fish ponds"). 

It is a suitable for applied hydrology or pollution studies with need for expansion for higher-impact venues.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	66.67% of the reference fall between 2019 and below. Only about 33& are recent )i.e. from 2020 to 2025). One would expect that more recent articles bordering on the the subject would have been cited. That would improve on the discussion and the broad spectrum of the analysis and literature review.
	

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


	Grammar is generally suitable for scientific writing—clear, formal tone with logical flow—

but suffers from inconsistencies, typos, and awkward phrasing that reduce polish. There are a number of Capitalization errors (e.g., "Study Design," "Unobjectionable,"); 

run-on sentences (e.g., long methodology lists); repetitions (e.g., "labeled immediately after collection" twice); and non-standard terms (e.g., "sinuous trend" for variable patterns—use "variable"). 

Typos/misspellings: "paperp " (query), "refeences," "scietific," "Elais guineensis" (Elaeis), "Musanga cecropioides," "˂" (use <), "incongruous" (incongruent?). Tables/figures have formatting errors (e.g., missing figures, inconsistent units). 

Author(s) is (are) to Proofread for active voice overuse and ensure consistent tense (past for methods/results). With edits, it reaches publication quality.

Note: "Anal Concept" refers to Anal Concept Limited, an environmental and analytical services laboratory located in Port Harcourt, Rivers State, Nigeria. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

I cant tell for now
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