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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.
	Holistic approach to restore the native fish fauna population and fishery management, this finding will impact the layman for a hygienic way of fish consumption. Looking forward for more such findings of parasite fauna of marine fishes specially from Syria.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	minor changes suggestion:
First record of Spinitectus carolini Holl, 1928 of family Cystidicolidae from a bullet tuna fish, Auxis rochei from marine water of Lattakia Governorate, Syria
	




	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.
	minor changes suggestion:
 Suggested for deletion:
The internal organs ( muscles, pyloric appendages, stomach, intestines, liver, gonads, swim bladder, and eye)

Suggested for addition:
1. During current research, the species Spinitectus carolini, Holl, 1928 was the first record from the fish Auxis rochei in marine water of Lattakia Governorate, Syria.
2. Number of male/female parasite recovered

3. Suggested Keywords: Auxis rochei, Spinitectus carolini, Nematode, Marine water, Lattakia, Syria.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my view this study is scientifically appropriate but more suitable if more data interpretation provided. Suitable if furthermore study on intraspecific distinguishing comparative
characters’ data to erect new species.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Missing references are suggested:
Add this two reference Luck, 1977 and Pritchard and Kruse, 1982 in the reference section which are mention in the text.
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	Suggestion for GIS location maps, camera lucida drawing image of original spcies or SEM image will be more suitable.
Phylogeny analysis will also a good supportive data.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
Based on my review there is no any ethical issues For, future ease of publication, provide an Animal ethics certificate if possible.
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