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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 manuscript provides  systematic assessments of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon (PAH) contamination and associated human health risks in automobile repair workshop soils in Cameroon and the wider Central African region. By integrating concentration analysis, vertical distribution, source apportionment, and quantitative health risk assessment across contrasting tropical soil types,. The findings enhance understanding of PAH behaviour in tropical informal-sector environments, where regulatory oversight is limited but exposure potential is high. The findings contribute to a better understanding of PAH behaviour in tropical informal-sector contexts with minimal regulatory supervision but significant exposure potential. The research also provides essential baseline data for environmental monitoring, urban land-use planning, and occupational health policies in rapidly urbanizing areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title  reflects the study scope.
	

	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, as it clearly summarizes the study background, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. The abstract should be rewritten as a single, continuous paragraph without sectional headings, ensuring a smooth narrative flow from background to conclusions.
It is therefore recommended to remove all subheadings and integrate the content into a coherent paragraph

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, applying established analytical and risk assessment methods with interpretations consistent with existing literature. Study limitations are clearly acknowledged, and the design and conclusions are logically coherent and well supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and up to date, with many sources from 2023–2025.
	

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

	Yes, The language quality is appropriate for scholarly communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
	







[bookmark: _GoBack]Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _Hlk218963085]Najeh Alali, Al-Ayen Iraqi University, Iraq
Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (07-07-2024)
