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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 manuscript provides valuable data on the accumulation of heavy metals in Dicentrarchus labrax from the Eastern Mediterranean, a region where comprehensive monitoring is limited. By assessing both metal concentrations in fish tissues and the associated human health risks, the study offers crucial insights into environmental contamination and food safety. The findings highlight specific areas impacted by industrial, agricultural, and tourism-related activities, informing future environmental management and pollution mitigation strategies. This work contributes to the broader understanding of bioaccumulation processes in marine ecosystems and supports evidence-based decision-making for public health protection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but it can be modified to be more comprehensible for example: “Heavy Metal Accumulation in European Seabass (Dicentrarchus labrax) from the Syrian Coast (Eastern Mediterranean) and Associated Human Health Risks”
	

	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 generally clear and provides essential information, but it could be made more comprehensive and impactful with a few adjustments. Currently, it includes the study species, sampling period, locations, measured metals, and main results, but some points could be refined or added:

1. Introduction: Start with a brief statement on why monitoring heavy metals in seafood is important for human health and environmental assessment. This sets a stronger context for the study.

2. Objective: Explicitly state the aim of the study, for example: “This study aimed to assess heavy metal accumulation in Dicentrarchus labrax and evaluate potential human health risks.”

3. Methodology: Mention the analytical methods used for metal quantification (e.g., atomic absorption spectroscopy, ICP-MS) and briefly describe how health risk was assessed (EDI, THQ). This gives readers confidence in the study’s rigor.

4. Results: The concentrations are detailed, which is good, but consider summarizing with mean ± standard deviation or ranges to make it more concise. You could also highlight which site had the highest contamination and whether seasonal or spatial differences were observed.

5. Conclusion: Strengthen the concluding sentence by linking findings to human health and environmental management, for example: “These findings suggest that consumption of European seabass from the studied areas is safe, but continuous monitoring is recommended near industrial and agricultural zones.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, needing some modifications and corrections
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author can modify or add recent references (2022-2025)
	

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


	Englisg quality is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript brings an interesting research can be accepted for publication but needing some modifications and minor revisions 
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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)


	


Reviewer details:

Soukaina Azil, Mohammed VI University of Sciences and Health, Morocco

