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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 study offers a thorough examination of helminthic parasites that infect Glossogobius giuris, a commercially important freshwater fish, during a given time frame (2015–2024). 

· The topic is relevant to fish parasitology, aquaculture health, and biodiversity documentation.
· To meet the requirements of the journal, the manuscript needs significant language editing, methodological improvement, and improved synthesis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In general, the title is appropriate and accurately captures the review's content and timeline. For clarity and grammatical accuracy, it could be slightly improved.
Alternative title can be: Helminth Diversity in the Freshwater Fish Glossogobius giuris: A Decadal Review (2015–2024)
	

	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 scope, key findings of the review are succinctly summarized in the abstract. For clarity and conciseness, editing is required. Grammar mistakes should be fixed and the goals and methodology (literature sources and inclusion criteria) should be made clearer. The abstract should clearly define or outline the major research gaps and potential future directions, and followed the conclusion, this would enhance the clarity and impact of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript didn’t discuss the host-parasite relationships, everywhere it is written only limited study have done, more emphasis can be given on the analysis and interpretation of the findings, rather than just reporting. Descriptive reporting alone is insufficient; a more thorough critical synthesis of the reviewed studies is required. Additionally, since some cited studies fall outside of the specified time frame, consistency in the review period should be maintained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient. However, the manuscript would be strengthened by adding a few recent regional or worldwide review articles on molecular parasitology, zoonotic trematodes, and fish helminths. Additionally, references must be formatted consistently.
	

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


	The current state of the language is not entirely appropriate for academic publication. Numerous grammar mistakes, confusing sentence constructions and inconsistent tenses and styles are found throughout the manuscript. To enhance readability, clarity and publication, extensive English language editing is highly advised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	After significant modification, the manuscript has a strong chance of being published since it tackles a significant but little-studied topic in freshwater fish parasitology. The authors are suggested to increase analytical synthesis in the manuscript, decrease redundancy and improve methodological transparency. The review's quality and impact would be further enhanced by the addition of summary tables, figures or graphical depictions of parasite diversity and geographic distribution.
It is recommended to regularly italicize scientific names.

Years and taxonomic authorities should be formatted consistently.

Refinement and expansion of keywords are necessary (e.g., include "Fish parasitology," "Zoonosis," and "Helminth diversity").

Certain references require standardization and formatting adjustments.

To enhance flow, section headings may be more concise.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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