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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.


	study demonstrating remote sensing (Sentinel-2A imagery) and soil geochemistry for mineral exploration in the highly weathered terrain of the Nigerian Precambrian Basement Complex. The findings delineate a zone (Irese–Olufoarm A.K.) prospective for Zn–Pb–As sulfide mineralization, for utility of multivariate statistical methods in defining geochemical associations within mixed lithological and hydrothermal settings. Even though the study has few relevance the presentation and quality of the manuscript is not proper. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The title is generally suitable. 
	

	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 structured,
Specify the Primary Mineralization Type: While the conclusion mentions "sulfide mineralization" and the results indicate a Base-metal factor, the first sentence of the conclusion could be slightly clearer in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	integration of remote sensing and systematic soil geochemistry (B-horizon sampling, ICP-MS analysis, lithium metaborate fusion) is an appropriate approach for mineral exploration in a deeply weathered complex
The presentation of data and interpretation is not proper
the reported highest concentrations (e.g., $\text{Zn} = 136.563 \text{ ppm}$) mentioned in the Abstract and Conclusion are not visible in the condensed Table 1 provided (where max $\text{Zn}$ is $\text{235 ppm}$ in one instance and max $\text{Pb}$ is $\text{63.6 ppm}$ in another)2020. The authors should ensure the specific maximum values cited in the text are present in the dataset or clarify that the cited $\text{136.563 ppm}$ is an average or a value from a different sample
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	No recent publications, particularly in the Introduction and Results/Discussion sections. 
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	There are issues with clarity, punctuation, and typographical errors that should be addressed
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	The inclusion of clear figures for the lineaments, geology, and sampling points is inevitable in the study and significantly aids the interpretation and quality of the work.
I recommend that, since the draft needs Revisions  and issues to address, it should be corrected and reconsidered later
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