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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.
	The findings underscore the importance of monitoring water quality and its direct impact on both fish health and human safety, especially in regions prone to pollution in Kerala. This study not only broadens our knowledge of bacterial diversity in fish but also emphasizes the need for better surveillance and management strategies to mitigate public health risks linked to contaminated seafood.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable as it accurately reflects the focus of the study but state name can be added in the title to reflect from where the incidence is detected
	

	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 article is generally comprehensive, as it provides an overview of the study's key components: the fish species studied, the bacterial pathogens identified, the methodology used (PCR amplification and sequencing). However, there are a few points that could be added or clarified to improve the abstract:
Contextualize the study area

Clarify the public health implications

Include a brief mention of findings

Reiterate the broader impact
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on my review of the manuscript, the scientific content appears to be mostly correct, but I would like to highlight a few considerations to ensure its robustness and scientific rigor:
· In Introduction, write more briefly and don’t start with parasite illness. Start the introduction with aquaculture and then stress, disease then connect with the disease.

· Scientific names should be written properly

· Discussion on Water Quality and Bacterial Transmission- it would benefit from more detailed scientific evidence about how these pathogens enter the human body
· More on Methodological Justifications-the manuscript would be scientifically stronger if it included a brief justification for choosing the specific genes. This would give the readers confidence in the selection of these markers over other possible genes.

· Potential Contamination Risk and Control-The manuscript should address potential risks of contamination during sample collection and laboratory processes. Discussing the measures taken to avoid contamination (e.g., sterilization of tools, controls, etc.) would make the study more scientifically rigorous.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient.
Align the reference alphabetically and also write in proper format and scientific names properly in the references
	

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


	


Reviewer details:

Samad Sheikh, ICAR-Central Institute of Fisheries Education, India
