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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	It is an essential finding of scientific research, the article is very productive, and nicely explains the importance of parasitic study in fish. This is not only limited to fish's physiological condition but also as this fish has a great market value, so it will have an effect on the economy also. So from that point of view this study should be appreciated.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	All over the title is good, if possible, please economic importance part also add in it, for that, it will be more attractive. 
	

	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.


	Very well described.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A well-examined scientific documentation
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	Add some current references.
	

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


	Good
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study was only limited to macro parasites. Is there any documentation of microparasites?
There is no mention of which part is analyzed through PCR in the Materials Method section.

The discussion part is not sufficient.

The conclusion is also very short and not well structured.

All over it is an important finding but there is a major drawback authors cannot completely pay attention to their discussion followed by the conclusion portion which is most important where the actual experimental results are thoroughly explained.
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