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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.
	The manuscript presents the biochemical based identification of the Enterobacteriaceae particularly E. coli in dried and smoked fish in Chad. Given the risks associated with consuming food contaminated by pathogenic bacteria like E. coli, it is crucial to conduct sanitary control in staple like fish in view to implement appropriate precautions whenever the risk of infection is high.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	No. I suggest “Isolation and Biochemical Characterization of Escherichia coli and Other Enterobacteriaceae from Smoked and Dried Fish in Chad”. 
	

	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.


	As in the entire work, the abstract contains grammatical errors. The scientific names are not italicized. In the methodology, only the biochemical tests using the API 20 galleries were mentioned, yet conventional biochemical tests were also performed. We also suggest the results to be given based on the samples site, and the types of processed fish (smoked or dried) to know which sample site and which processed fish type has the highest prevalence for better recommendations.   
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is not detailed enough for good reproducibility. The author should start by describing how the samples were prepared before analysis. The author does not mention Gram staining and catalase tests, which are the primary biochemical tests for bacteriological analysis. Performing subculture on Mueller-Hinton (MH) agar is not microbiologically correct; to ensure the purity of the strain, purification should be repeated on Eosin Methylene Blue (EMB) agar. MH should be replaced by EMB. We also suggest that the results of the minimal biochemical test should be presented in table form to highlight the characteristics of each isolate. They can also give the results based on the sample collection site and also based on the type of processed fish and perform statistical tests.
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	The manuscript contains some mistakes that need to be corrected
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