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	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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it throws light on the critical yet often overlooked issue of occupational health and hygiene among fish retailers in Bangladesh. The author discusses unhygienic conditions, lack of awareness, and prevalent health issues such as skin diseases, respiratory infections, and diarrhoea. The study addresses the urgent need for interventions to improve public health and food safety standards. The findings provide valuable insights for policymakers, public health experts, and NGOs to design targeted training programs and infrastructure improvements to enhance hygiene practices and retailer well-being. 
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