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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 examines the physicochemical properties and pesticide residues in water from River Taraba, Nigeria. Monitoring pesticide contamination in surface water is important for environmental protection and public health, particularly in agricultural areas. The study provides useful baseline information on water quality and potential contamination in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title generally reflects the content of the manuscript. However, it could be slightly improved for clarity and conciseness.

Suggested title:
“Assessment of Physicochemical Parameters and Pesticide Residues in Water from River Taraba, Taraba 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 summarizes the main objective and findings of the study. However, the methodology should be briefly mentioned, particularly the analytical technique used for pesticide detection (GC–MS). In addition, the reported concentration units should be clarified to avoid confusion. Minor language editing would also improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study generally follows a conventional environmental monitoring approach. However, several issues require clarification.

1. The units reported for pesticide concentrations (μg/mL) appear unusually high and should be carefully verified. In environmental water studies, pesticide residues are typically reported in μg/L or ng/L. The reported values (e.g., 1050 μg/mL for Aldrin) seem extremely high and may indicate a possible unit conversion or reporting error.

2. The reported pH values are exactly the same (8.80) across all sampling stations. Such identical values are uncommon in natural water systems and may indicate rounding or measurement issues. The authors should clarify the measurement precision and provide more detailed data.

3. More details should be provided regarding the sampling strategy, including the sampling period, sampling frequency, and the number of replicates used for analysis.

4. The discussion section mainly restates the results presented in the tables. A deeper scientific interpretation of the findings and comparison with previously published studies would significantly strengthen the manuscript.

5. The relationship between pesticide contamination and the measured physicochemical parameters should be discussed in greater detail.

6. The GC–MS method description appears partially inconsistent with the study objective. Some statements refer to the analysis of “bioactive compounds from plant extracts,” which does not correspond to the analysis of pesticide residues in water samples. This section should be carefully revised for accuracy.

7. The reported Aldrin concentration (1050 μg/mL) appears extremely high for environmental water samples. Such concentrations are several orders of magnitude higher than typically reported values in surface water studies. This suggests a possible unit conversion, calculation, or reporting error. The authors should carefully verify the reported concentrations and ensure the correct units are used.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes several relevant references. However, the authors should consider including more recent studies related to pesticide contamination in surface water. In addition, the reference formatting should be carefully checked for consistency.


	

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


	The manuscript requires improvement in English grammar and sentence structure. Several sentences are unclear and contain grammatical errors. Professional language editing is recommended before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables should be more clearly described in the text. The discussion section should provide deeper interpretation of the results and better comparison with previous studies.
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