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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.


	This study is important because it addresses a real world problem that affects both the society (Human) and environment (biotic and abiotic) in developing cities (increasing unplanned urban development). It provide the information of the area that has never studied before i.e. it serves as baseline for microbial data. The study involves both bacteria and fungi which is though and helpful to the scientific community. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. 

I have already commented in the original manuscript in detail for mismatch of the title. 
I would suggest, “Heavy Metal Resistance in Microorganisms Isolated from Waste Dumpsites in Uyo Metropolis - 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 is filled with results which are part of result sections, so I would suggest that it should be improved with opening introduction followed by methodology followed by main results, limitations and then the concluding remarks followed by future suggestions.  Keywords should also be standardized and expanded (e.g., heavy metals, microbial resistance, waste dumpsites, public health).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, because it serves as useful regional reference on heavy metal resistance in environmental microorganisms.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography is okay but has many outdated references which need to be removed with current advancement in the field and mechanisms that make these microorganisms resistant as well as show the references that shift this study towards uncultivable microorganisms too. 
	

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


	Its bit improper with lots of grammatical and typographical errors present throughout the manuscript that need to be rechecked and improved. Wherever the biological names are written should be italicized and spelled correctly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The detailed revision has been mentioned in the comment section of the original manuscript, and still I am mentioning here few brief points. 

A major Revision is needed at below mentioned points; however the manuscript has potential value.
1. objectives alignment part, the title, and conclusions

2. The authors must improve scientific rigor and clarity
3. Grammer, language and presentation

4. Unsupported claims in results should be avoided
5. At last I think with careful restructuring and editing, the work could become a useful regional reference on heavy-metal resistance in environmental microorganisms.
The manuscript needs major revisions, the comments are as follows:
1. Title is mismatched; reading the article and the title doesn’t align together. The title

emphasizes on health effect of heavy metal resistance in microorganisms yet no health

outcome (e.g. clinical correlation, epidemiological data, etc.) is directly used in this

study. The manuscript mainly focus on microbial counts and their resistance profiles,

health is discussed in discussion as speculative only. Either the author provide the

health impact components else revise the title.
2. Improve all Typological errors, Grammar, language and presentation

3. The abstract need a minor revision as the result and recommendation needs to be a bit

more connected.

4. In methods the control site is there mentioned but not much described (like the

distance from dumpsite, land use and practices, metal contamination ratio or status).

The authors must also note that the heavy-metal concentrations used here (0.5–3.0

mg/L) doesn’t seem justified with reference to the environmental relevance or the

regulatory authorities limits.

5. The statistical analysis shows ANOVA is performed, but statistical datas like p-

values, confidence intervals, or statistical comparisons are not reported in the results

section. One more thing the tables lacks the indicators of statistical significance also,

so it is suggested to either include full statistical outputs or avoid the implementation

of such statistically supported differences

6. The manuscript lacks careful data representation like the Tables contain numerical

inconsistency at several places and denominators are unclear (e.g., look at Table 5

totals and percentages; in the Table 3 bacterial frequencies differ a little bit between

sections; Units and symbols (°C, mg/L, cfu/g) inconsistent. It is recommended to

recalculate, standardize and proofread the tables in manuscript for clear

representations.

7. The Results are over interpreted (e.g, statements are linking the microbial resistance

to antibiotic resistance followed by human disease burden which are biologically

plausible but these are not demonstrated in this manuscript. It is recommended that

these interpretations should be clearly framed as inferences supported by literature,

not as direct findings.

8. In overall if one looks at the manuscript it has been observed that the authors are

talking about phenotypic resistance only, no molecular or plasmid confirmation work

is visible in whole manuscript, yet the manuscript hold strong claims about plasmid

mediated resistance. The authors should clearly acknowledge these limitations, don’t

infer them as conclusion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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