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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 study is highly relevant, as it highlights significant public health concerns related to the microbiological quality of seafood and the potential transmission of foodborne pathogens and/or their toxins. Additionally, it draws attention to the condition of the aquatic environments from which these resouces are harvested, emphasizing the importance of environmental monitoring and management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.


	In the abstract, the authors state that “resulting in food poisoning which negatively impacts human health as well as the economy.” However, it would be more accurate to employ terminology that is not limited exclusively to food poisoning, as cases may also involve infection, toxin-mediated infection, or intoxication. Moreover, diseases can occur without being directly linked to the ingestion of food containing toxins. Establishing such a causal relationship and confirming the diagnosis is, in fact, often particularly challenging.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors need to incorporate more recent references. For example, among the sources cited in the text are: Animashaun et al., 1991; Boomsma, 1988; Onile et al., 1987; Cheesbrough, 2004; Edema et al., 2005; D’Aoust and Maurer, 2007; Montville and Matthews, 2008; Talaro, 2008; Bhunia, 2008; and Kumar et al., 2009.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Comments:

1) In the introduction, the authors state that “Seafood can cause food poisoning when it is contaminated by pathogenic microorganisms.” However, in addition to intoxication, foods may also be contaminated solely by microorganisms, without the presence of their toxins, leading to foodborne infections. Furthermore, these microorganisms may produce toxins once they multiply in the human body, resulting in toxin-mediated infections. Therefore, the exclusive use of the term “intoxication” does not fully encompass the possible consequences arising from the ingestion of contaminated products.

2) I recommend including more recent references regarding the epidemiological information on global prevalence, as those cited in the paper are nearly 20 years old (Edema et al., 2005; D’Aoust and Maurer, 2007; Montville and Matthews, 2008; Talaro, 2008; Bhunia, 2008; Kumar et al., 2009).

3) To improve the paper, the authors could provide examples, specifically related to the microorganisms identified in the analyzed products, of toxins/virulence factors associated with these pathogens and the disorders they cause in the human body. This would highlight the public health risks posed by the ingestion of contaminated food.

4) After collection, were the samples kept under refrigeration, in contact with ice, or placed in insulated containers during transport? How was the transport carried out, and what was the time interval between collection and processing? The term “immediately” is rather not clear, and such details should be specified, as the conditions to which the samples were subjected prior to analysis may significantly influence the results obtained.

5) No references are provided for the methodology used in the section “Sample Processing.” The authors should indicate the methodological references and specify any adaptations made, in order to ensure the reproducibility of the study.

6) In Figure 1, which presents the Determination of Total Heterotrophic Bacterial Count (THBC) in Seafood Samples, it would be advisable to improve the y-axis in relation to the unit of measurement described in the text.

7) I found it unclear from the stated objectives which microorganisms were specifically investigated. The authors list eight microorganisms that were detected, but were these the only ones tested? In the discussion, the authors refer to other studies that also identified Gram-positive microorganisms. Were such microorganisms investigated in this study, or were they simply not observed?

8) The authors mention that the results exceeded the established limits, but they refer to microbial limits for water. Is there legislation, even international, that specifies tolerance limits for the types of food analyzed in this study?

I suggest including a table presenting the results for each microorganism and food sample examined in the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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