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	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.


	The manuscript addresses an important public-health concern regarding magnetic field exposure around major broadcasting stations in Port Harcourt. As urban expansion continues around communication towers, quantifying electromagnetic field levels becomes essential for environmental safety assessment. The study contributes baseline data for local regulatory agencies and provides reference values that can support future environmental monitoring. Its comparison with ICNIRP limits helps reassure communities and establishes evidence-based understanding of exposure risks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable and reflects the scope of the work.

Suggested minor improvement for clarity (optional):

“Evaluation of Magnetic Field Exposure and Associated Health Risk around AIT and NTA Broadcasting Stations in Port Harcourt, Rivers State.”
	

	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 adequately summarizes the methodology, locations, measurement approach, main findings, and conclusion.

However, I suggest the following improvements:

Minor grammatical correction is needed in several sentences.

Include a sentence specifying the exact objective of the study.

Avoid repetition of phrases like “equally plotted” and maintain concise technical language.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology (30 sampling points at each station, triplicate readings, use of GM-3120 meter and GPS) is appropriate for environmental EMF assessment. Data analysis using SPSS and contour mapping is correct. One area that needs improvement is the explanation of spatial variations—more interpretation of why certain directions show higher intensities would strengthen the discussion. Overall, results are consistent with international EMF exposure guidelines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 References cover several relevant past studies; however:

 Some references are old (2010–2014). Adding more recent EMF exposure literature (post-2019) is recommended.

 Ensure proper formatting consistency throughout the reference list.

Overall, they are adequate but can be strengthened with newer studies.
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate language editing. Several sentences contain grammatical errors, inconsistent tense usage, and missing articles. Technical terms should be standardized (e.g., “micro-Tesla (μT)”, “magnetic field intensity”). Figures and tables should have uniform formatting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures 3 and 4 captions appear mismatched; please verify the numbering.

· Include scale bars on contour maps.

· Some table headings need consistent unit formatting.

· Conclusion section can be strengthened by adding future research prospects (e.g., inclusion of electric field measurements, long-term monitoring).

· Ensure uniform spacing and alignment throughout the text.
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