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	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.


	This study supports the hydrological, ecological and economic functions of the Orashi River in the Niger Delta that are increasingly threatened by anthropogenic activities. The Orashi River is a freshwater system, travels several rural and semi-urban communities, receives input from surface runoff, domestic wastewater and diffuse anthropogenic sources. The results demonstrated that the study area was highly ecological risk of cadmium (Cd) and lead (Pb) exceeding sediment quality guideline values at several locations, especially downstream. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article should be rewrite. The suggested an alternative title is as follows:

“Assessing hydrological and sediment factors for ecotoxicological risk of the Orashi River, Rivers State, Nigeria”.
	

	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 covers the findings of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Result and discussion part should be improved and cite some of the references to authenticate the results/statements of the research.


	

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


	The English need improvement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Aim of the study should be written more clearly in the relevant section.

· The details about CF, geo-accumulation and ecological risk index should be given.
· Rewrite “How the baseline values of heavy metals for CF were measured?”
· Write the method of ecotoxicological risk assessment for benthic organisms with references.
· Use the references for contamination factors, geo-accumulation index and potential ecological risk index calculation. 
· The study results should be given more clearly in the discussion section within the text.

· The paper can be improved by comparing and discussing the results with outcomes of similar other study with authentic references.
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