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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.


	-
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	-
	

	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.


	-
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	-
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a detailed investigation into the microbiological quality and antimicrobial resistance patterns of bacteria isolated from seafoods sold in Rumuolumeni metropolis, Rivers State, Nigeria, addressing an important public health concern in coastal communities. The study is well-structured, covering bacterial enumeration, isolation, biochemical identification, antibiogram profiling, and multiple antibiotic resistance indexing using established microbiological and CLSI protocols. The results reveal alarmingly high bacterial loads exceeding recommended safety limits, dominance of enteric pathogens such as Escherichia coli, Salmonella, and Shigella, and widespread multidrug resistance with high MARI values, underscoring significant environmental and food safety risks. The discussion effectively situates the findings within local and global literature on seafood contamination and antimicrobial resistance. However, the manuscript would benefit from clearer alignment between some results and interpretations (notably fecal coliform versus E. coli findings), improved consistency in sample descriptions, stronger statistical interpretation, and language refinement. Overall, the study contributes valuable baseline data on seafood-associated AMR in the Niger Delta and has merit for publication after moderate revision to enhance clarity, rigor, and coherence.
Point-by-point analysis and comments on significant issues for manuscript improvement
1. Study design clarity
The number of samples (n = 10) is relatively small and unevenly described. Clarifying sample distribution per seafood type and whether analyses were replicated would strengthen methodological rigor.

2. Inconsistency between fecal coliform and E. coli findings
The manuscript reports zero fecal coliforms but a high prevalence of E. coli. This apparent contradiction requires explanation, as E. coli is itself a fecal indicator organism.

3. Fresh vs dried seafood
Combining fresh and dried samples without stratified analysis may confound microbial load interpretation. Separate analysis or justification is recommended.

4. Statistical analysis depth
Only THBC was subjected to ANOVA. Applying inferential statistics to TCC, SSC, or resistance profiles could improve analytical robustness.

5. Interpretation of “no Salmonella–Shigella detected”
This statement conflicts with later tables showing Salmonella and Shigella counts. Terminology should be revised to distinguish between fecal coliform tests and selective isolation results.

6. Language and grammar
The manuscript contains several typographical errors, tense inconsistencies, and repetitive phrasing. Professional language editing is advised.

7. Antibiotic selection justification
While antibiotics were clinically relevant, a clearer link to local usage patterns in aquaculture and healthcare would strengthen contextual relevance.

8. MARI discussion depth
The high MARI values are important but could be further discussed in relation to environmental antibiotic contamination pathways specific to Rumuolumeni.

9. Absence of Vibrio species
Given the coastal context, failure to isolate Vibrio spp. deserves discussion, including possible environmental or methodological explanations.

10. Public health implications
The discussion could be strengthened by explicitly linking findings to foodborne disease risk, treatment failure, and consumer exposure pathways.

11. Tables and redundancy
Some tables (e.g., antibiotic susceptibility patterns) overlap in content and could be merged or summarized for clarity.

12. Use of standards
Explicit citation of microbiological safety thresholds (ICMSF/FAO/WHO) would strengthen claims of “exceeding safety limits.”

13. Conclusion emphasis
The conclusion could more clearly summarize actionable recommendations for policymakers, vendors, and public health authorities.
14. Future research direction
Including suggestions for molecular AMR surveillance, seasonal studies, or intervention-based research would enhance the manuscript’s forward-looking value.
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