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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.


	Please check comments to authors
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Please check comments to authors
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	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.
	Please check comments to authors.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is an interesting manuscript about the detection of heavy metals and bioaccumulations from natural aqueous environments. It is very important the theme and related topics that are opened; so it merits to be published, however please consider the following comments and suggestions: i) Please revise the redaction of the title. The beginning with “A study on..” is not proper for the research.  ii) About the abstract, it is suggested to introduce the research before state aims of the research. iii) About results, it should be showed results. Real data recorded in the assays developed to quantify and more should be shown. The main and most important are representative of all the work developed, and they should be showed by figures, scheme, etc. iv)   the materials and methods should be revised. It is not well described and it doesn’t contain references. 
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