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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.


	Importance of this manuscript is:

1.  Public Health & Safety: Finding contamination (bacteria, parasites, chemicals) immediately affects consumer health by preventing foodborne illnesses. Minced fish is a popular and reasonably priced protein source.

2. Food Security: Senegalese diets depend heavily on fish.  This study guarantees the safety and accessibility of the local supply, particularly in light of the strain from exports and fishmeal production on small pelagics, or key fish.

3.  Economic Livelihoods: Assists thousands of fishmongers and processors, many of whom are women, by guaranteeing that their goods fulfil regulations, preserve market access, and generate steady revenue.

4.  Educating Practice & Policy:  draws attention to deficiencies in infrastructure, training (many fishmongers lack training), and cleanliness (cold chain problems in dairy are also noticed elsewhere in Senegal).
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