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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 addresses critical gaps in food safety research within Tanzania’s rapidly urbanizing broiler chicken value chain. It warns significant public health risks as it is the first assessment of microbiological knowledge among farmers and pathogen contamination levels (Campylobacter: 100%, Salmonella: 4.44%) in Dodoma. The findings urge need for targeted interventions, like farmer education and biosecurity improvements, to mitigate campylobacteriosis outbreaks. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but could be slightly modified as,
"Microbiological Food Safety Knowledge of Broiler Farmers and Contamination of Campylobacter spp. and Salmonella spp. in Chicken Meat from Dodoma, Tanzania"
	

	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 is comprehensive but could better emphasize the lack of prior data on farmer knowledge and farm-level contamination in Dodoma and 100% of samples exceeded EU limits for Campylobacter (3 log CFU/g). So, there is a need for farmer-focused training programs.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Snowball sampling method is justified due to lack of farmer databases, but the associated selection bias is appropriately acknowledged. ISO-standard methods for Campylobacter (ISO 10272-1:2017) and Salmonella (ISO 6579-1:2017) are correctly applied for Pathogen detection. Chi-square for knowledge, education association (*p* < 0.05) and ANOVA for ward-wise contamination comparisons (*p* > 0.05) are valid.

Limitations: Sample size constraints (45 meat samples) and reliance on catalase tests (not PCR) for Campylobacter confirmation are transparently discussed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	117 references cover regional studies, so are sufficient and 80% of references are ≤5 years old (2020–2025)

I suggest to Add “Mdegela et al. (2020) on Tanzanian poultry value chain risks (Preventive Veterinary Medicine)
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication but has minor issues:

Syntax: Some long sentences (e.g., Introduction, para 4) could be split for clarity.

Typos: "Boiler chicken" (Methods, 2.2) → Broiler; "Mnadani" (Table 4) spelled inconsistently.

Redundancy: "Furthermore" is overused (e.g., Abstract, Results).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically robust and impactful. With minor refinements, it can be accepted for publications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None.
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