Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Environment & Ecology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEE_150580

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Physicochemical Assessment of Surface Waters along an Urbanization Gradient in Lagos and Epe Lagoons, Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 findings contribute valuable data for environmental monitoring, management, and future comparative studies in similar coastal and lagoon ecosystems. This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides updated baseline information on the physicochemical characteristics of surface waters along an urbanization gradient in a major tropical lagoon system
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The findings provide useful data that can support environmental monitoring, management, and future comparative studies in coastal and lagoon ecosystems. This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it offers updated baseline information on the physicochemical properties of surface waters across different levels of urbanization in a major tropical lagoon system.


	

	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 could be further improved by briefly mentioning the seasonal framework (dry, wet, and post-wet seasons) in a more explicit way and by indicating that the results are based mainly on descriptive analysis. In addition, a short statement on the relevance of the findings for environmental monitoring or management would strengthen the impact of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design is appropriate, the sampling strategy and analytical methods follow standard procedures, and the interpretation of the results is consistent with the data presented and supported by relevant literature. The conclusions are reasonable and aligned with the observed spatial and seasonal trends in the physicochemical parameters. However, the scientific strength of the manuscript would be improved by including statistical analysis to support the observed differences and by addressing minor technical and formatting issues.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author should add more recent and up-to-date references (from the last 5–7 years) to strengthen the literature foundation of the manuscript and reflect current research in lagoon/coastal water quality studies.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study mainly uses descriptive results, and the lack of statistical analysis makes the conclusions less strong. The urbanization gradient is explained in words but would be clearer if supported with some quantitative information. Comparing the results with standard water quality guidelines would also improve the environmental relevance of the study. In addition, there are some minor issues such as inconsistent seasonal terms, formatting problems, and repeated references. Overall, adding basic statistics and making small technical corrections would greatly improve the quality of the paper.
The authors should add clear tables and figures, like graphs or charts, to show the data. Using visuals would make the results easier to understand, help compare seasonal and spatial differences, and improve the overall quality of the manuscript.
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