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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 manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it highlights the critical issue of medical waste management policies to mitigate resistant infections risk in some hospitals of West Cameroon. Effective waste management is crucial for minimizing public health risks, environmental pollution, and the spread of infectious diseases. The study provides valuable insights into the types, variety, loads, and drug-susceptibility patterns of bacterial populations that proliferate near solid waste accumulation sites in four West Cameroon healthcare facilities. I appreciate the manuscript, which could serve as a foundation for policy reforms and sustainable medical waste management solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, seems Good
	

	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 of the article is fairly comprehensive, as it covers the study's background, objectives, methods, results, conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, seem good
	

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

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


	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, as it conveys the main ideas and findings in a clear and direct manner.
	

	Optional/General comments


	An additional suggestion would be to include a brief discussion in the manuscript regarding the potential impact of improved medical waste management on public health and environmental sustainability. This would help contextualize the study’s importance for readers who may not be directly familiar with the topic. Including a limitations section would also strengthen the manuscript by acknowledging any constraints in data collection or analysis, adding transparency and aiding future research efforts.
•
Strengths: The manuscript tackles an important and very much relevant topic, utilizes a mixed-methods approach, and provides the diversity, the load and the drug susceptibility trends of bacteria populations that grow in the vicinity of solid waste accumulation sites, revealed, all of which enhance its scientific and practical value.

•
Areas for Improvement: Minor adjustments are needed in language clarity, and the abstract could benefit from additional details for a stronger presentation. Including a limitations section and contextual comparisons would also improve its scholarly depth.
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