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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.


	The study is relevant from an environmental and public health perspective, as it addresses heavy metal contamination in aquatic ecosystems and the associated risks from fish consumption. The bioaccumulation of these contaminants represents a growing concern, especially in regions under intense anthropogenic pressure, such as the Niger Delta. Comparing farmed and river-caught fish contributes to understanding environmental exposure pathways and supports the development of monitoring strategies and human health protection measures.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is correct, but relatively long. The expression "Comparative Heavy Metal Bioaccumulation" may sound redundant.

A more concise and objective suggestion would be "Heavy Metals in Farmed and Wild Catfish: Bioaccumulation and Health Risk Assessment in Southern 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 well written; however, it could be improved with greater conciseness, a clear statement of the study's objective, and a reduction of excessive numerical details, leaving some quantitative details for the results.
I suggest using keywords with more concise and general terms, increasing the visibility and reach of the study. One suggestion: Aquaculture; Bioaccumulation; Environmental monitoring; Food safety; Fish.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript was written clearly and addresses the terms of the field appropriately.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, the references used are recent and well explored, particularly in the introduction. In the discussion section, however, its clarity and readability could be improved by reorganizing the content into clear sections according to the results being discussed. This would help the reader more easily follow the comparisons and key findings. The text mentions sources of pollution, but could reinforce solutions or strategies; The discussion of health risks could be strengthened by presenting practical implications, such as recommendations for safe consumption or the need for public policies; It would be interesting to mention limitations of the study and possible future research, such as seasonal monitoring or other collection points in the region; The authors could expand the literature in a general way.
	

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


	The quality of the language is adequate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study provides valuable insights into heavy metal bioaccumulation in farmed and river-caught catfish, contributing to understanding environmental contamination and human health risks. The tables, while important, have captions that could be more concise and informative. It is recommended to enhance the discussion by organizing it into clear sections and incorporating relevant literature. The conclusion is detailed but could be made more impactful by avoiding methodological repetition and emphasizing the main findings and their implications for public health and environmental management.
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