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	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.


	This paper offers decisive reflections on unregulated antibiotic use in Nigerian fish farming and its effect on the antimicrobial resistance (AMR) and food safety. It presents simultaneous evidence of misuse of antibiotics and possible health hazards to the populace through convergence of farmer survey and HPLC, a residue analysis that measures the degree of antibiotic in fish tissue, with few controls. These results indicate that such a policy, farmer education, and more rigorous antimicrobial stewardship in low-resource aquaculture are urgently needed. This experiment is a good addition to the data applied to One Health to close existing knowledge gaps between animal production, environmental contamination, and human health as antibiotic resistance becomes a universal crisis. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is absolutely fine.
	

	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.


	· Currently, it states only the objective ("assessed the use of antibiotics...") but lacks a clear background explaining why this study is necessary.

· Missing: A brief context on antibiotic misuse in aquaculture, antimicrobial resistance (AMR) risks, and public health concerns in Nigeria.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with a clear methodology, appropriate analytical techniques (HPLC), and logical conclusions. However, some areas require clarification or correction to ensure full rigor and reproducibility. 
HPLC Validation:
· Missing details on recovery rates, limit of detection (LOD), and limit of quantification (LOQ). These are critical for residue studies.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Current references are sufficient 
	

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


	· typographical errors (e.g., "biodermographic" → "biodemographic").

· Standardize units (e.g., "µg/ml" vs. "µg/g"; ensure consistency in tables).

· Clarify abbreviations at first use (e.g., "LGA" = Local Government Area).


	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction:
· The background is thorough, but the section could be streamlined to avoid redundancy (e.g., repeated points about antibiotic overuse).

· Describe aquaculture as a Broder category and fish farming is part of it

· Add a sentence about the significance of Lagos as the study location (e.g., high fish consumption, urban aquaculture practices).

Methods:
· Clarify in Methods:
Add a sentence like:

"Although farmers were surveyed about multiple species (e.g., Tilapia), only catfish (Clarias gariepinus) were sampled for residue analysis."
Results:
A comparison of residue levels with safety limits (e.g., "residues were below EU MRLs but indicate unregulated use").

Discussion:

· Expand on public health implications (e.g., risks of antimicrobial resistance, consumer safety).

· Compare residue levels more explicitly with international standards (e.g., EU MRLs, USFDA limits).

Tables:

· Table 1: Remove duplicate rows under "Primary Occupation."

· Table 3: Ensure consistency in formatting (e.g., "Never" vs. "No episode").

· Table 6b: Clarify units (e.g., "ND" = Not Detected? Define in footnote).

Conclusion:

· Suggest specific policy actions (e.g., stricter regulations, farmer training programs).
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