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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 Manusript does a good job of documenting the parasite burden, nutritional content, and heavy metal build up of commercially important aquatic species from Nigeria's New Calabar River. Such studies are necessary for keeping an eye on public health, managing fishery resources; on the environment.The results can also be used as a baseline to compare the health of aquatic organisms in different places and across time.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is  clear and aligned with the study’s objectives an.
	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive, however , some minor corrections are suggested viz.,

1. Correction of grammatical mistakes  e.g., Turkey’s HDS” should be “Tukey’s HSD, Duphyllobothrium" should be "Diphyllobothrium"
2. Clarification regarding statistical significance (P < 0.05) ,whether it applies to all results or specific ones.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. Data has been presented clearly and analysed statistically. However, grammatical mistakes need to be corrected. Also it is not clear whether results on proximate composition and heavy metals were compared across species statistically
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient. It is suggested to include some references from international parasite prevalence in similar aquatic species to further strengthen the discussion. 
	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communications but grammatical and typographical mistakes need to be addressed throughout the manuscript.
Professional proofreading is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Scientific names throughout the text need to be italicized. 
Table formatting and alignment needs improvement.

Ensure all the figures are well labelled.
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