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The manuscript excellent and well written
But three references are reviewed to be corrected  
Aboudou, K., & Gbaguidi, M. A. N. (2021). Qualité physico-chimique et microbiologique de deux espèces de poissons importés et locaux. Journal of Applied Biosciences.
Sinkakarimi, M. H., & Gashmardi, N. (2024). The Food Safety Risk Potential of Heavy Metals in Northern Persian Gulf and Sea of Oman Fish : A Systematic and Meta-Analysis Review. Journal of Animal Biology.
Sissoko, A. (2020a). Microbial diversity of economically important unprocessed freshwater fishes sold at the Medina Coura Market in Bamako, Mali [Master’s Thesis]. University of Ghana.
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