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	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 highly important for the scientific community as it addresses the critical public health issue of foodborne pathogen contamination, specifically Campylobacter and Salmonella, in broiler chicken meat. By assessing both microbiological food safety knowledge among farmers and actual contamination levels in Dodoma City, Tanzania, the study provides valuable localized data that can inform regional food safety strategies. The findings highlight areas where educational interventions and stricter control measures are needed, thereby contributing to the development of more effective public health policies to reduce the incidence of foodborne illnesses associated with poultry consumption.
	  

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article, "Assessment of Microbiological Food Safety Knowledge and Contamination of Campylobacter spp. and Salmonella spp. in Broiler Chicken Meat in Dodoma City, Tanzania," is highly suitable.
	

	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 appears to be comprehensive. It effectively covers all the key components expected in a scientific abstract: Background: It clearly sets the context by explaining the issue of foodborne pathogen contamination in broiler chicken meat. Aim: It explicitly states the study's objectives, which are to assess food safety knowledge and contamination levels. Methods: It provides concise details on the study design (cross-sectional), the number of participants (87 farmers) and samples (45 meat samples), and the methods used for data collection and analysis. Results: It presents specific quantitative findings regarding farmers' knowledge levels and mentions the detection of Campylobacter spp. and Salmonella spp. While the very end of the "Results" section suggests a well-structured and informative abstract that provides a clear overview of the research.
Suggestion: Addition: Ensure the abstract concludes with a distinct sentence or two summarizing the key take-home message of the study and its implications, such as recommendations for improving food safety practices or informing public health interventions based on the identified knowledge gaps and contamination levels. This would round out the abstract, providing readers with the complete narrative of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates adherence to standard scientific reporting conventions, which are indicators of a properly conducted study: Structured Format: It follows a typical scientific paper structure with clear sections like "ABSTRACT," "INTRODUCTION," "MATERIALS AND METHODS," "RESULTS," and "DISCUSSION." Clear Aim and Methods: The abstract clearly states the aim of the study and details the methods used (e.g., cross-sectional design, sample sizes, microbiological standard methods), which is crucial for reproducibility. Quantitative Results: Specific percentages and statistical associations (e.g., confidence intervals, Chi-squared test with p-value) are reported, suggesting quantitative analysis was performed. Referencing: The presence of a "References" section and in-text citations indicates that the authors are grounding their work in existing scientific literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear to be quite recent. Several publications from 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024, and even 2025 are included, indicating that the authors have incorporated very current literature relevant to their study. This recency is a strong positive aspect, as it shows the manuscript is grounded in the latest scientific understanding.
	

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


	The abstract and the beginning of the manuscript, the language and English quality are indeed suitable for scholarly communications. The writing demonstrates: Clarity and Precision: The language is clear, concise, and precise, which is essential for conveying complex scientific information effectively. Formal Tone: The tone is consistently formal and objective, aligning with academic standards. Correct Terminology: Appropriate scientific and technical terms are used accurately (e.g., "microbiological food safety," "Campylobacter spp.," "Salmonella spp.," "cross-sectional study"). Grammatical Correctness: There are no obvious grammatical errors, spelling mistakes, or awkward phrasing in the visible sections, indicating good command of the English language.
Overall, the quality of the English appears to be professional and appropriate for a scientific research paper intended for academic audiences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript appears to be a well-structured and relevant scientific research paper that addresses an important public health issue.
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