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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.


	This manuscript provides essential data on the seasonal behavior of heavy metals in shallow groundwater, a topic that is still insufficiently documented in many developing regions. The study offers a detailed assessment of contamination levels using robust analytical techniques and standardized health-risk models. Its findings highlight the vulnerability of communities relying on hand-dug wells and the need for targeted groundwater protection measures. The research contributes valuable evidence for policymakers, environmental scientists, and public-health authorities working to improve water safety. Overall, this work adds meaningful knowledge to the scientific understanding of groundwater quality and its associated health risks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is scientifically correct and reflects the key components of the study.

· It communicates what you measured (heavy metals), where you worked (Oyo Town), and how you analyzed it (seasonal variation + health risk).

· It is slightly long, and could be more focused or more scientifically impactful.

· Some journals prefer titles that highlight groundwater directly, since it is a groundwater-quality study.

Overall: Suitable, but it can be improved for clarity and impact.

Recommended Alternative Titles (More Scientific & Groundwater-Focused)

Assessment of Seasonal Heavy-Metal Contamination and Human Health Risks in Shallow Groundwater of Oyo Town, 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.


	Overall, the abstract is scientifically sound, informative, and well structured, covering background, methods, key results, and conclusions. It effectively communicates the purpose of the study and highlights important findings such as seasonal variations, metals exceeding WHO limits, and the potential health risks. However, the abstract is slightly long and includes more detail than typically required for most journals. Some sentences can be simplified, and a few elements can be reorganized for clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound. The study follows established hydrogeochemical and environmental-health assessment procedures, including standard sampling techniques, ICP-MS analysis, and U.S. EPA risk-assessment models. The statistical methods (descriptive statistics, ANOVA, and correlation analysis) are appropriate for evaluating seasonal variability and interpreting groundwater characteristics. The health-risk assessment calculations are consistent with international guidelines and correctly applied to both adults and children. The results are logically presented, and the major interpretations—such as seasonal influences on metal concentrations and the vulnerability of shallow aquifers—are scientifically valid based on the data provided.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in your manuscript are generally appropriate and relevant to groundwater pollution, heavy metals, and health-risk assessment. However, they are not fully sufficient and not recent enough for publication in most environmental or hydrogeochemical journals.
	

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


	The overall English quality of the manuscript is adequate for scholarly communication, and the scientific meaning is generally clear throughout the text. However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing to improve clarity, fluency, and readability. Several sentences are overly long, contain repetition, or mix multiple ideas, which can reduce clarity for an academic audience. Additionally, some grammar and syntax issues appear in sections such as the Introduction and Results, and a few terms require more precise scientific wording.

Despite these minor issues, the language is understandable, technically accurate, and does not hinder comprehension of the research. With targeted editing for grammar, sentence structure, and conciseness, the manuscript will fully meet the standard English requirements for peer-reviewed journals.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic and presents relevant findings that can contribute to the scientific community. The structure of the manuscript is generally clear, and the figures and tables support the text effectively. Some sections, particularly the Introduction and Discussion, could benefit from more concise writing and clearer linkage between ideas. I recommend careful proofreading to correct minor grammatical issues and improve overall readability. Overall, the study is valuable, and with minor revisions, it is suitable for publication.
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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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