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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Optional/General comments


	The abstract over-generalizes ecological risk by drawing direct parallels to PCB/PAH systems without presenting supporting data or a mechanistic justification for surfactant-metal combined toxicity in this specific system. The linkage should either be substantiated or moderated. 

The introduction cites 2025 references for Niger Delta studies, but the current work focuses on Benin City (Edo State), which is outside the Niger Delta core region. Clarify the geographic relevance and ensure regional citations are not misleading. 

BOD/COD values in Table 1 are reported without units for some entries (e.g., pH and BOD have inconsistent formatting). Ensure all parameters explicitly include units and uniform numeric precision. 

The methods describe LAS/SDS measurement collectively using MBAS. MBAS does not differentiate surfactant species with high specificity. Discuss limitations and potential interferences, or consider confirmatory analytical methods (e.g., HPLC). 

Seasonality is described qualitatively in the study area, but the sampling design does not indicate whether samples were collected across multiple seasons or at a single time point. The temporal representativeness of results should be clarified. 

The manuscript states that metals were “within WHO limits,” yet River B Fe (350 µg/L) exceeds the stated WHO limit of 300 µg/L in Table 3. This discrepancy must be corrected in both the results and the discussion. 

Surfactant regulatory limits are cited as a range (0.1–0.2 mg/L) for LAS, but SDS limits are not explicitly stated. Add clarification on guideline values for SDS or justify its omission. 

Quality-control results for surfactant analysis (e.g., recovery, blanks, LOD/LOQ) are not reported, while metals QA/QC is provided. Surfactant QA/QC should be quantitatively included for completeness. 

No ecotoxicological assays (e.g., biota sampling, bioaccumulation, or toxicity tests) were performed, yet conclusions emphasize impacts on aquatic organisms. The discussion should acknowledge this and limit claims to inference, not direct evidence. 

The paper lacks statistical analysis beyond descriptive comparison. Include appropriate spatial statistics (e.g., ANOVA/Kruskal-Wallis and correlation analysis between surfactants and DO/BOD/metals) to strengthen interpretation.
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