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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.


	The physicochemical degradation of surface and groundwater resources under peri-urban agricultural pressure in sub-Saharan Africa is a significant and current issue that this manuscript tackles. The study offers a thorough evaluation of water quality in a setting that is quickly urbanizing by combining physicochemical characteristics, multi-residue pesticide analysis, pollution indicators, and multivariate statistics. The results provide important empirical information from an area with little regular surveillance. Environmental scientists, water resource managers, and legislators interested in sustainable urban and agricultural water management will find the study useful.
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	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 clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications of the study. However, minor improvements could enhance clarity and impact. The sample period and analytical method for pesticide detection may be briefly stated by the authors. The methodological overview would also be strengthened if multivariate analysis (PCA) was specifically mentioned in the abstract. Otherwise, the abstract accurately conveys the manuscript's content.
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	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust.
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	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and up-to-date. 
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	There are sporadic typographical errors, minor grammatical problems, and inconsistent spacing (such as "peri-urban"). Although the work is currently acceptable from the perspective of scientific communication, a thorough language and formatting correction would enhance readability and presentation quality.
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