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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 integrates data on pollution sources, regional distribution, ecological implications, and remediation options to present a thorough analysis of heavy metal contamination in major river systems in India. The paper provides a helpful summary of pollution indices, modelling techniques, and policy frameworks pertinent to river management in India by synthesizing a substantial body of literature. Researchers and environmental managers involved in river restoration and water quality monitoring will find the paper especially helpful. The review's practical significance is increased by the integrated approach that connects governance and remedial initiatives with scientific evidence.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.

Suggested Title:
“Heavy Metal Pollution in Indian Rivers: Sources, Ecological Impacts, Assessment Methods and Remediation Strategies – A Review”

	

	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.


	In general, the abstract is thorough and accurately captures the breadth of the work. But it should be enhanced by adding:

· Make it clear that this work is a systematic review.

· A succinct explanation of the process (including databases and the years 2000–2024)

· Important conclusions about pollution hotspots

· An overview of the main remediation strategies

In order to increase clarity and scientific value, the abstract should include contain quantitative or detailed findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Technically and scientifically, the manuscript is accurate. The thematic synthesis approach and literature search strategy are explained in detail in the methods section. The discussion of modelling techniques, pollution indicators, and ecological effects is in line with previous research.

However, the following enhancements are recommended:

· The inclusion and exclusion criteria should be specified in the approach.
· It is advised to use a literature selection flow diagram.
· Clearer units and references are needed for certain tables.
· It is necessary to fix minor formatting and terminology errors.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Indeed, the review is strengthened by the large number of references, many of which are current works published up to 2024–2025. For a review paper, the quantity of references is sufficient.

However, the following enhancements are advised:

· Include a reference to WHO drinking water guidelines.

· Include the most recent reports of CPCB river pollution.

· For cross-national comparison, include at least one international review on river heavy metals.


	

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


	However, minor grammatical errors and typographical mistakes are present. Examples include:

· Repetition of phrases

· Inconsistent capitalization

· Minor spelling errors (e.g., "Indusries")

· Some long sentences requiring simplification

The manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	General/Optional Remarks:

· The manuscript is rationally ordered and has a clear structure.

· Tables that summarize pollution indices and heavy metal sources are helpful.

· It would be easier to understand if there were figures or schematic diagrams that summarized the routes of contamination and treatment techniques.

· A comparison discussion with foreign river systems would be beneficial to the review.

· Recommendations for policy could be more precise and useful.

· There are some descriptive parts that could use more analysis.

After minor revision, the manuscript is ready for publishing.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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