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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.
	Yes, it is important to the scientific community, but some corrections are needed in the manuscript.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it's appropriate as a 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.


	The abstract provides a general overview but lacks key methodological details, such as statistical tests used or confidence intervals for key findings.It does not clearly state the existing knowledge gap that this study addresses. While contamination levels are discussed, the abstract does not provide a clear risk assessment for consumers. It should briefly highlight any potential limitations of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The introduction contains a lot of general information about Enterobacteriaceae but does not focus enough on the specific issue of contamination in Niamey. The introduction states the aim but does not clearly frame the research question or hypothesis.Some statements about Enterobacteriaceae characteristics lack proper citations.
·  There is no mention of quality control measures for bacterial identification (e.g., using reference strains). The study relies heavily on biochemical tests for identification. Molecular confirmation (e.g., PCR or sequencing) would strengthen the findings.

·  Some figures (like Figure 2) mention statistical tests, but the significance of the findings is not always discussed in depth. While prevalence is discussed, there is little discussion on how these findings translate into health risks for the local population.

· The discussion sometimes repeats results rather than critically analyzing them. Although some references are cited, there is a lack of direct comparison with findings from similar studies in other regions. The discussion does not address potential biases or errors in sampling and data collection.
· The conclusion does not suggest specific follow-up studies or interventions beyond general hygiene recommendations.The conclusion states that the microbiological quality of vegetables is "not suitable for human consumption," but does not provide a threshold or clear evidence to support this broad claim.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are incomplete. Make sure all citations are in the correct format and include recent studies on antimicrobial resistance and air quality monitoring.
	

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


	Some sentences are awkwardly structured, making it difficult to follow key points. The text would benefit from professional editing for clarity and conciseness. Figures and tables need better integration into the discussion. They should be directly referenced and interpreted within the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Strengthen the introduction by clarifying the study's novelty and significance.

· Improve the discussion by comparing results with other studies more critically.

· Expand on public health implications, especially antibiotic resistance.

· Consider adding molecular identification methods for stronger bacterial characterization.

· Improve language, formatting, and figure integration for better readability.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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