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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is of great importance to the scientific community because it provides unprecedented and systematized data on the concentration of heavy metals in seafood widely consumed and traded in urban markets in Nigeria, a context still little explored in the literature. By integrating multiple species with different ecological habits and trophic levels, as well as different points of commercialization, the work contributes to the understanding of the bioaccumulation patterns of essential and non-essential metals in aquatic foods. In addition, the results offer relevant subsidies for areas such as ecotoxicology, food safety, and public health, allowing comparisons with studies from other tropical regions and strengthening evidence-based risk assessments. The study also highlights the relevance of continuous monitoring of contaminants in commercialized foods, expanding the interface between environmental science and public policies, and serving as a basis for future research that integrates environmental, biological, and socioeconomic data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I believe that the standardization of the term “seafood” is essential to deal with commercialized organisms and not collected directly in a natural environment. I suggest switching to something like "Comparative Assessment of Heavy Metals (Al, Mn, Se, Sb, Mo) in Commercially Sold Seafood from Markets in Enugu, 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.


	I suggest including in the abstract the exact number of samples analyzed per market and explaining the use of statistical analysis used (ANOVA) as the main procedure for data analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript presents scientifically correct and coherent information, presenting ethics in the procedures adopted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest updating some references in the introduction, there are several recent studies that address the quantification of heavy metals in organisms in the tropical region that can be useful for contextualizing the problem. In addition, there are repeated references, such as "Ali, H., Khan, E., & Ilahi, I. (2019). Environmental chemistry and ecotoxicology of hazardous heavy metals: environmental persistence, toxicity, and bioaccumulation. Journal of chemistry, 2019(1), 6730305".
	

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


	Yes, the language is adequate, and the use of the English language is acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest that the manuscript be improved with methodological, analytical and interpretative adjustments, aiming to increase the robustness of the work. 

In the methodology section, it is essential to detail the number of samples per species and per market, in addition to mentioning which species of catfish, snail, and periwinkle were sampled by market, as the ecological particularities of each species can influence and explain the concentrations of each element found. Also, in the statistical analysis section, what correlation test was performed, Spearman, Pearson? It would be important to detail. Also, the characterization and detailing of the areas from which the analyzed organisms were collected for trade can be important to support the explanations of contamination of the elements on them.
In the results, it would be interesting to present graphical results that facilitate the observation of the different concentrations by market, for example the use of Boxplots by market and by species would facilitate the visualization of these results with greater clarity. In addition, I missed the results of ANOVA and the correlation analysis, the results were not mentioned in any of the sessions, only descriptive results were presented. I suggest presenting a table with the results of these analyses. 

In the discussion, I recommend deepening the ecological and environmental interpretation of the observed patterns, exploring possible sources of contamination, interspecific differences related to feeding habits and bioaccumulation, as well as explicitly comparing the values obtained with limits established by international food safety guidelines, this could be presented in table format in the results, and mentioned in a comparative way in the discussion. Finally, the inclusion of a section that recognizes the limitations of the study will strengthen the transparency and credibility of the conclusions presented.

The manuscript has potential for publication, but only after the comprehensive implementation of all suggested revisions. The proposed adjustments are fundamental to strengthen the methodological rigor, analytical clarity and interpretative depth of the study. Thus, a major review is recommended, with a new round of evaluation after the complete incorporation of the indicated modifications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues.
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