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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 is a good contribution to the field of environmental toxicology, specifically addressing the impact of copper and mercury on aquatic species. By exploring the bioaccumulation of these metals and the resulting lipid peroxidation and antioxidant defense mechanisms in different species, the study adds significant insight into the biochemical effects of heavy metal exposure in aquatic ecosystems. The findings are useful information for environmental scientists and toxicologists, particularly in understanding species-specific responses to pollution and the role of oxidative stress in ecological health. This research could serve as a foundation for future studies in pollutant management and conservation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Accumulated copper and mercury induced lipid peroxidation and antioxidant defense mechanism in hepatic tissues of different aquatic species: An in vivo study”, is mostly suitable. However, it can be revised for conciseness and clarity. I would recommend the following alternative:

"In vivo Effects of Copper and Mercury Accumulation on Lipid Peroxidation and Antioxidant Defense in Hepatic Tissues of Aquatic Species"
	

	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 a brief mention of the broader ecological implications of the study. Additionally, the abstract could benefit from a more explicit summary of the differences observed across species, which would help emphasize the relevance of the study's comparative approach. You may add “The results highlight that while both copper and mercury contribute to oxidative stress, the observed species-specific differences in bioaccumulation and antioxidant response suggest that these species may require tailored management approaches in polluted freshwater environments.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I recommend incorporating additional references on the long-term ecological consequences of heavy metal pollution in aquatic systems. Studies that focus on biomagnification and the chronic effects of metal toxicity on freshwater ecosystems could enhance the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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