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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 is of clear significance to the scientific community. It provides the first elemental analysis of the proboscis hooks of Metacanthocephalus (Bimuscularis) rennicki inflatus using Energy Dispersive X-ray Analysis (EDXA), establishing a species-specific elemental profile that can serve as a diagnostic marker in parasite systematics. By revealing distinct distributions of calcium, phosphorus, sulfur, and magnesium across different hook regions, the study enhances our understanding of functional morphology and mineralization processes in acanthocephalans. Importantly, these findings also highlight the potential of EDXA as a powerful taxonomic tool, enabling precise differentiation between closely related species that co-infect the same host. This work therefore fills a critical gap in parasitological diagnostics and comparative systematics
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	Alternative: Elemental Profiling of Proboscis Hooks of Metacanthocephalus rennicki inflatus from Antarctic Fish Hosts Using EDXA.
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	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. However, you should briefly emphasize the studies taxonomic implications more clearly to strengthen its impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound with clear methods, results, and interpretation supported by relevant literature.
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	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. No additional references are necessary.


	

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


	Yes, the language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor polishing could further enhance flow.
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	Well-structured and novel study. The use of EDXA adds strong diagnostic value. Minor language refinements would improve readability.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Kosisochukwu Onyeagba, University of Cincinnati, USA

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

