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Sampling of the smoked fish and analysis for bacterial and fungal is a novel study and having
great importance in industry.

This study of bacteria and fungi in smoked tilapia from Kure
Market, Minna, is importanct because people eat this fish every
day, and their health depends on its safety. If harmful microbes
are present, they could cause food poisoning or spoil the fish
faster, leading to waste and financial loss for sellers and buyers.
Knowing what microbes are there helps improve handling,
storage, and regulations to keep the fish safe for everyone.
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