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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 addresses an important public health concern by investigating the presence of Aeromonas hydrophila in frequently consumed domestic water sources in Enugu metropolis. Given the organism’s role as an opportunistic waterborne pathogen associated with gastroenteritis, wound infections, and septicemia, surveillance studies such as this are essential for understanding microbial water quality in developing regions. The findings contribute baseline epidemiological data that may guide water safety policies, public health interventions, and routine microbial monitoring strategies. Additionally, the study highlights the need for improved sanitation and water treatment practices to reduce exposure to potentially pathogenic bacteria in domestic water supplies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable but can be improved for clarity and scientific precision. The phrase “consumed water” is somewhat vague. A more specific and scholarly alternative would be:
Suggested alternative title:
“Isolation and Prevalence of Aeromonas hydrophila in Domestic Water Sources in Enugu Metropolis, Nigeria”

	

	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 contains the key components (background, objective, methodology, results, and conclusion), but it requires revision for clarity, consistency, and statistical accuracy.
Suggestions:
The percentage reported for prevalence (12 out of 50 samples reported as 12.1%) is mathematically incorrect.
12/50 = 24%, not 12.1%.
This must be corrected.
The statistical statement is inconsistent:
In one section, it states p = 5.815 hence p > 0.05, which is incorrect because 5.815 is a t-value, not a p-value.
Later sections mention statistical significance (p < 0.05), creating contradictions.
This needs clarification.
The abstract should briefly mention:
The absence of Aeromonas hydrophila in sachet water
The higher contamination rate in well or tank water (if applicable).
A short public health implication statement.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a valid scientific question; however, several scientific and methodological issues require attention:
Statistical Analysis Concerns
The use of Student’s t-test for comparing prevalence of categorical bacterial isolates is inappropriate.

Methodological Clarity
The sample size distribution is confusing (three areas × 10 samples = 30; plus 20 sachet samples = 50 — this should be clearly explained).
Identification relied only on Gram stain and oxidase test. For confirmation of Aeromonas hydrophila, additional biochemical tests (e.g., API 20E or molecular confirmation) would strengthen validity.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include foundational studies, but most are outdated (1990s–early 2000s). Only a few extend beyond 2010.
	

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


	The English language quality requires substantial revision for scholarly publication.
Common issues include:
· Grammatical errors.
· Inconsistent capitalization.
· Typographical mistakes (e.g., “treats” instead of “threats”).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Based on the content provided, no major human or animal ethical concerns are evident because the study involved only environmental water samples and did not include human participants, patient data, or animal experimentation.
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