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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 addresses an important environmental and public health issue by evaluating seasonal variations in heavy metal contamination of a surface water source used for domestic purposes. The study provides location-specific data from southeastern Nigeria, contributing to the limited but growing body of literature on water quality in developing regions. Its findings are relevant to environmental scientists, public health practitioners, water resource managers, and policymakers concerned with potable water safety and sustainable water management. Additionally, the seasonal comparison enhances understanding of how climatic factors influence contaminant dynamics in river systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the content, scope, and objectives of the study. It clearly indicates the focus on seasonal variation, heavy metals, and the Omambala River as a drinking water source.

Optional minor suggestion for clarity:

“Seasonal Variation of Heavy Metal Levels in Omambala River as an Alternative Source of Drinking Water”
	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly presents the study background, objectives, methodology, and major findings. However, there are minor inconsistencies between the abstract and the results section regarding whether iron and lead are within or above WHO limits. It is recommended that the abstract explicitly state that iron and lead exceeded WHO permissible limits, consistent with the results and conclusion sections. Additionally, a brief mention of the public health implication of exceeding WHO limits would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of study design, sampling approach, analytical methods, and interpretation of results. Standardized methods (APHA/WHO-referenced procedures) were appropriately employed for heavy metal determination. However, clarity is needed in reconciling numerical discrepancies between sections and ensuring consistency in reporting WHO guideline comparisons. Addressing these minor issues will improve scientific rigor and coherence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include both classical and recent sources relevant to heavy metal contamination, water quality, and seasonal effects. The inclusion of recent studies (2021–2025) strengthens the manuscript. However, the reviewer suggests adding more peer-reviewed journal articles specifically focused on African or West African river systems and WHO guideline updates to enhance contextual relevance and depth.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical errors, typographical issues, and inconsistencies in tense and unit notation are present. A careful language editing or professional proofreading is recommended to improve clarity, flow, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Ensure consistency between abstract, results, discussion, and conclusion regarding WHO limit exceedances.

Improve table captions and ensure all units are consistently reported (mg/L).

Consider adding a brief limitations subsection to acknowledge spatial and temporal sampling constraints.

The manuscript is scientifically valuable and suitable for publication after addressing minor revisions related to consistency, clarity, and language quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The study does not involve human or animal subjects and focuses solely on environmental sampling and laboratory analysis.
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