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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	(1) The topic of the manuscript fits the aims and scope of the study. 

(2) The study is significant due to the potential health and environmental impacts of heavy metal contamination in the region with high human activity. 

(3) The Abstract is well written. However, it does not specify the range of concentrations for each metal across all sampling points, providing only two values per metal, e.g., 0.016 ad 0.021 mg/l, which may be confusing to readers about the full data set.

(4) The introduction is well written though some citations, references, 2,4,8, are not clear and. lack specificity in the text, making it unclear how they support the claims. In addition, the research objectives could have been stated more clearly; the authors compared concentrations with WHO standards. The. Authors only assessed the variability in contamination in different parts of the river. 

(5) Methodology. 

The selection of four strategic sampling points (upstream and downstream) is appropriate for capturing spatial variability. The use of GPS for precise location data enhances reproducibility. The methodology for collecting water samples ( 20 cm below the surface, 500 ml polypropylene bottles, icebox storage) follows standard protocols to prevent contamination and degradation. 

Analytical Methods. 

The use of Atomic absorption spectrophotometry (AAS, FS 240 Varian) is a robust and well accepted method for heavy metal analysis. The authors did a detailed description of stock solution preparation, calibration standards, and digestions. This is good and recommendable. However, they did not specify the number of samples per site, sampling frequency, or whether replicates were taken, which is critical for assessing data reliability. 

(6) Statistical Analysis. 

The manuscript does not have a dedicated statistical analysis section. This is a significant omission for a scientific study. No statistical tests are mentioned to evaluate the differences in metal concentrations across sampling, between runs or against WHO standards. 

Descriptive statistics ( mean, standard deviation, range , should be calculated for each metal across all sites to quantity variability.

(7) Conclusion.

The study addresses a critical public health and environmental issue in a region with known anthropogenic pressures. The lack of statistical analysis undermines the study’s ability to draw robust conclusions about spatial trends.

The discussion could be more analytical. The recommendations for source identification and remediation are appropriate but should be specific to guide practical intervention.

Recommendation.

The manuscript can be accepted for publication after revision of the major identified gaps.
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