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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 study contributes valuable data relevant to environmental monitoring and pollution impact assessment on aquatic ecosystems, particularly in the Nigerian context. Overall, this study enhances the scientific understanding of heavy metal bioaccumulation in shellfish, which informs sustainability and food safety regulations in the region.
	

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


Review Form 3
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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 current abstract provides a solid overview of the significance, key findings, and implications of the study, but could be improved for clarity and completeness. Here are some suggestions:

Add a brief mention of methodology: Including a sentence about how the data were collected (e.g., sampling locations, number of samples, analytical techniques) would give readers a clearer understanding of the study approach.

Summarize key findings more explicitly: While the abstract mentions heavy metals and bioaccumulation, highlighting specific results such as which metals exceeded permissible limits or health risk assessment results (e.g., THQ values) would strengthen their impact.

Clarify implications: Explicitly state how the findings may impact policy or management practices, or suggest specific actions, to underscore their relevance.

Brevity and flow: A little restructuring to improve readability and logical flow would improve overall clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript can be said to be scientific. The manuscript used a cross-sectional randomized study design, included an appropriate sampling strategy (75 oysters from three stations), and used standard analytical methods such as atomic absorption spectrophotometry for heavy metal detection. The range of physicochemical parameters measured is in line with common environmental assessments, and comparison with WHO standards adds relevance to the findings.
Furthermore, the inclusion of health risk assessment metrics, such as EDI and THQ values, demonstrates a comprehensive approach to evaluating potential human health implications. The conclusions drawn are consistent with the data, emphasizing regulatory measures to reduce heavy metal contamination.
However, the discussion needs to add a specific explanation of the causes of river pollution, what are the contributions of the environment and surrounding communities? for example, are there factories around the river? or what are other specific causes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments
	In my opinion, this manuscript is important because it is related to public health. The data obtained becomes input for the community in managing the environment, and also provides input to the government in making a policy.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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