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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 important to the scientific community because it sheds light on how Aeromonas hydrophila, a potentially harmful foodborne bacterium, persists and spreads within everyday fish market environments. 
By examining not only antibiotic resistance or you can say antimicrobial resistance, abbreviated as [AMR], but also survival on common market surfaces and the role of houseflies, the work reflects real-world conditions that are often overlooked in lab-focused studies. The findings help bridge the gap between environmental microbiology and public health by showing how routine handling and storage practices can contribute to bacterial persistence and exposure. 
Overall, this manuscript provides practical insights that can support safer fish handling practices and guide future research on controlling antimicrobial resistance in food systems.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is implicated to the subjectual matter assigned in this work but as a part of reviewer if author encourages any of open suggestions, I would like to suggest two options.
a. Multidrug-Resistant Aeromonas hydrophila in Retail Fish Markets: Prevalence, Survival and Public Health Implications.
b. Environmental Persistence and Antimicrobial Resistance of Aeromonas hydrophila in Fish Retail Spaces, India.
	

	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 good and aligns with the study's goals, methodology, and main conclusions. The prevalence of Aeromonas hydrophila is clearly reported, multidrug resistance is highlighted, survival under various environmental conditions is described, and the findings' significance for public health is emphasized. 

A few changes, would make the abstract more effective for a wider audience by enhancing its clarity, balance, and scientific accuracy.

a. Make the range of samples clear:
To improve methodological transparency, briefly describe the total number of fish samples examined and the length of the study.

b. Limit the assertion of antibiotic resistance:
While highlighting the multidrug-resistant nature of important isolates, rephrase statements suggesting universal resistance to prevent overgeneralization because not all isolates were resistant to all antibiotics.

c. Simplify the survival study details:
Instead of listing numerous distinct conditions, the abstract could be made more comfortable and subtle by summarizing survival findings (e.g., "survived across a wide range of temperatures, pH and market surfaces"). Minor methodological details (e.g., listing every resistant antibiotic) could be reduced to maintain brevity and improve readability without losing scientific meaning.

d. Boost the conclusion's implication:
To increase impact, include a brief conclusion that clearly connects the results to public health policy, antimicrobial resistance surveillance, or food safety monitoring.

Overall, the abstract is sound and informative, and with these minor refinements, it would more effectively communicate the study’s significance and applicability to the scientific and public health communities is approachable.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript holds a bright light and perspective vision on antibiotic resistance aspect. The true point it holds, intellect it is made can have the suggestible changes of manuscript same as mentioned above of the abstract changes if encouraged by the author; that is a source for delivering an absolute scientific paper with precise readable intellect in my perspective of thorough reading of this draft.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is sufficient and are relevant with largely up-to-date knowledge driven data, that is a strong representation of studies published within the last 5–7 years, that includes several recent papers from 2021–2024. 
The cited literature appropriately covers key areas such as:

Aeromonas hydrophila ecology.

Virulence and antibiotic resistance
Food safety and survival under environmental stress with the role of vectors such as houseflies. 
This demonstrates that the manuscript is well grounded in current scientific knowledge.
If the suggestions are openly encouraged by the author my options to them are:

GLASS REPORTS OF WHO

1. World Health Organization (2023). Global antimicrobial resistance and use surveillance system (GLASS) report.

2. FAO & WHO (2022). Foodborne antimicrobial resistance: role of aquatic food systems.

3. Tomás, J.M. (2020). The main Aeromonas pathogenic factors. ISRN Microbiology.

4. Figueras, M.J. et al. (2023). Aeromonas genomics and public health relevance. Microorganisms.

 
	

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


	Yes, a light professional English editing or careful proofreading particularly in the Introduction, Materials and Methods and Discussion sections would enhance sentence flow and precision. After such minor revisions, the manuscript would fully meet the standards required for publication in peer-reviewed international journals.
[Example: Original conclusion: “Its significance has grown due to its widespread presence in aquatic environments….”
Suggested Revision:

“Its public health significance has increased due to its widespread presence in aquatic environments and its capacity for environmental persistence and antimicrobial resistance.”]


	

	Optional/General comments


	Mentioned earlier about the light suggestions to be made; nothing more general opinions that are to be highlighted to debate about the scientific issue in this manuscript.
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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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