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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 serves as an additional information relating to heavy metal levels considering the variables like pre and post monsoon. It contributes to the literature on the role of seasons in accumulating heavy metals. Furthermore, the study could be used as a basis for the conduct of another species found in the same area which will then establish valid evidences. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The titles fit the study however may I suggest the following:
Heavy Metal Evaluation in Commonly Consumed Fishes 

(Boleophthalmus boddarti and Mugil cephalus) from Panvel creek, District Raigad, Maharashtra, West Coast of India
	

	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.


	-Improve grammatical composition.
-Include research design and the method used in identifying the metal concentrations.
Suggestions: 

The study aimed to determine the heavy metal concentrations in commonly consumed fishes, Mudskipper (Boleophthalmus boddarti) and Mullet (Mugil cephalus) from Panvel creek, District Raigad, Maharashtra, West Coast of India utilizing _______(research design). Concentrations of Cadmium (Cd), Copper (Cu), Lead (Pb), Mercury (Hg), Nickel (Ni), and Zinc (Zn) were analyzed using Inductively Coupled Plasma Atomic Emission Spectroscopy (ICP- AES). Results revealed that the extent of metal concentrations in muscle, gills, and liver tissues of fishes considerably varies. In mudskipper, metal concentrations followed the order of Hg > Cu > Ni > Zn > Pb > Cd, while in mullet, they were Hg > Zn > Cu > Ni > Pb > Cd. The high levels of heavy metals observed in mullet maybe attributed to habitat and feeding behaviours of this species. Lower levels of metals recorded in mudskipper could be associated to its diet, feeding habits and migration routes. Hence, this study recommends the periodic monitoring of coastal water, sediment, and marine biota for further assessment on the extent of heavy metal bio-accumulation for better management of coastal ecosystem and safety of human beings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	-The Manuscript is scientifically correct, but needs to be further improved. The following re my suggestions:

For the INTRODUCTION:
-Start of each paragraph begins with a citation, other citation could be at the end of the paragraph.

-Add rationale on the main reason why the Panvel Creek is selected. To provide further justification.
-Add literature on parts of fishes being studied or sampled for analysis.
-Include the normal levels of each heavy metal set by the WHO or the Health Department of India.
-Why the variables pre-monsoon and post- monsoon was chosen? Include RRL on this
For MATERIALS AND METHODS:

-What is the research design? Include the design
-Combine study area and study location, its similar. Concise but complete, detailed. 

-for sample collection, are the fishes male or female? Because it may affect the result based on their sizes. 

-Based on the picture of fish organ samples, it is notable that Mullet liver size is bigger than the Mudskipper liver, how was this address? Discussion could be included under sample preparation. 

For the RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS:

-Discussion of results is scientifically correct.

-Compare the recorded heavy metal concentration to the acceptable limits of these heavy metals in human body as per WHO recommendations. Then provide implication.

-Maybe the graph could be removed, the table is enough to show the results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	-Yes, but can include the following
· Sangur, K., Leiwakabessy, F., Tuaputty, H., Tuwankotta, L. V., Samloy, S. V., Ratila, C., ... & Rumahlatu, D. (2021). Mudskipper as an indicator species for lead, cadmium and cuprum heavy metal pollution in the Mangrove, Ambon, Indonesia. Journal of Ecological Engineering, 22(4), 1-19.

· Raval, I. H., Das, K. C., & Haldar, S. (2017). Collection of mullet fish (Mugil cephalus) from west coast of India: evaluation of its quality with relation to food safety. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 24, 10833-10845.

· Rani, V., Vilvest, J., & Yagoo, A. (2024). Bioaccumulation of heavy metals in commercial fishes from Adyar estuary (Mugil cephalus and Megalops cyprinoides). Regional Studies in Marine Science, 74, 103512.

· SEASONAL VARIATION OF HEAVY METAL BIOACCUMULATION IN ZOOPLANKTON AND

FISH LIVER IN THE GIRI RIVERINE ECOSYSTEM

SEEJPH Volume XXVI, S2, 2025, ISSN: 2197-5248; Posted:20-02-2025


	

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


	-Yes, however, it needs grammatical improvement.

	

	Optional/General comments


	-
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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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