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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.


	This manuscript contributes to environmental radiation physics by providing site-specific data on background ionizing radiation and associated radiological health risk parameters in oil-producing communities. The assessment of excess lifetime cancer risk (ELCR) is particularly relevant for public health planning and environmental monitoring in regions affected by oil and gas activities. The results add to the growing database of background radiation levels in the Niger Delta region and can support regulatory decision-making. Overall, the study is relevant to researchers, environmental physicists, and health policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and summarizes the objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions adequately. However, it is relatively long and could be improved by reducing numerical repetition and focusing more on key findings. Minor grammatical corrections and improved clarity are also recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the methodology adopted and computing radiological health parameters follows established international standards (ICRP and UNSCEAR). The equations used for absorbed dose, annual effective dose rate, and excess lifetime cancer risk are appropriate. However, there are minor inconsistencies in reported mean values (especially ELCR) that should be carefully rechecked for accuracy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A few references could be updated to include more recent UNSCEAR or ICRP publications, but overall the reference list is satisfactory.
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires moderate revision. There are grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and issues with sentence structure throughout the manuscript. Professional language editing is recommended to improve clarity and readability.
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	1. Figures and tables should be better formatted and clearly referenced in the text.
2. Units and symbols should be used consistently throughout the manuscript.
3. Redundant explanations should be minimized, especially in the Results and Discussion section.
4. The conclusion should be slightly more concise and directly aligned with the key findings.
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