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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.


	1. The manuscript addresses a critical and underexplored environmental issue in India, heavy metal contamination in freshwater fish and its cascading effects on ecosystems and human health.
2. It synthesizes recent data across multiple rivers, highlighting bioaccumulation and biomagnification pathways. 
3. The review also bridges ecological findings with public health implications, offering a multidisciplinary perspective. 
4. Its emphasis on mitigation strategies and future research directions makes it highly valuable for scientists, policymakers, and environmental managers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope of the article. A slightly more concise alternative could be: "Heavy Metal Contamination in Indian Freshwater Fish: Sources, Impacts, and Mitigation Strategies."
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. However, it could benefit from a brief mention of the specific rivers studied and the types of heavy metals most commonly found. Removing repetitive phrases like “the present review details…” would improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate citations and logical flow. Some generalizations (e.g., “fish soak up metals faster than they can get rid of them”) should be refined or supported with physiological data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, recent, and relevant. They span ecological, toxicological, and technological domains. No additional references are necessary, though inclusion of WHO permissible limits for heavy metals in fish could enhance context.
	

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


	The manuscript requires minor grammatical corrections and stylistic improvements for scholarly clarity. Sentence structure should be tightened, and redundant phrases eliminated
	

	Optional/General comments


	Ensure Figure 1 is included and properly labeled. Tables are informative but need consistent formatting. Consider adding comparative thresholds for metal concentrations to contextualize severity.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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