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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 research provides important considerations on the chemical, environmental, ecological, social, and public health aspects arising from anthropogenic pollution in the Subarnarekha River watershed;

2) Placing the Subarnarekha River within the context of the crisis of Indian urban rivers promotes a better understanding of its pollution profile.

3) The analysis of human health risks (drinking water, fish consumption, bioaccumulation) supports the socio-environmental character of the manuscript and enhances its relevance for public policy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the manuscript is consistent with the proposed objectives and the research conducted.
	

	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 of the manuscript is complete, presents the sections of the article in a summarized manner, and describes a comprehensive overview of the results obtained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It presents a consistent theoretical–methodological foundation, includes a well-defined methodological procedures section, and compares the results with other scientific literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, especially because this is a narrative review article, the references used were obtained in a systematic manner.
	

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


	Yes, the English used is consistent with academic, scientific, and formal language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the section “Methods for literature selection”, it is important to justify the choice of the analyzed period (January 2010 to December 2025), seeking to clarify the following question: why was this specific period chosen? Is there any particular characteristic that justifies the selection of the last ten years?

It would be important for the methodology section to include a subsection characterizing the Subarnarekha River basin, describing the population residing in the basin, information on the basin’s area and perimeter, the main land-use types within the basin, the length of the main drainage channel, among other aspects. This characterization would be relevant to establish the environmental, anthropogenic, and ecological dimensions of the basin.

In the section “Methods for literature selection”, it should be highlighted in which sections of the scientific literature the search descriptors were applied; that is, whether the search terms were applied to all sections of the articles (such as title, keywords, abstract, introduction, results, and discussion) or to specific sections only. This needs to be better detailed. When describing the inclusion and exclusion criteria, it is important to indicate how many articles were initially identified in total, how many were excluded, and how many were included. In addition, the parameters for quality assessment and risk of bias should be described in this section, in order to ensure methodological completeness. Was there a systematic data extraction process using a standardized form or extraction matrix? All methodological details need to be reported to ensure the reproducibility of the research.

If possible, consider including a summary table relating types of contaminants, environmental compartments, exposure pathways, and observed or inferred ecological impacts.
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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? 


	No, as this is a narrative review article, ethical aspects do not apply.
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