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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 (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.

	Since it provides the most recent information on bacterial contamination of vegetables, the current work is beneficial to the scientific community. Humans, vendors, and purchasers will also benefit from proper vegetable handling practices that prevent contamination. 
Additionally, it will improve food handler education and training regarding how to avoid contaminating veggies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	No but the two below will be better
Evaluation of the Bacterial Contamination Level of a Selection of Vegetables Sold in Port Harcourt, Nigeria's Open Markets
Bacteria-Based Evaluation of the Contamination Level of Selected Vegetables Sold in Port Harcourt, Nigeria's Open Markets
	

	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 has a strong introduction, a succinct approach, and accurate results, but it lacks a conclusion and has some grammatical errors.

	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent scholarly references should be used in place of the outdated ones given in the introduction.

	

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

	The majority of this manuscript uses extremely terrible English, which the authors should review.

	

	Optional/General comments

	Abstract: The abstract has a strong introduction, a succinct approach, and accurate results, but it lacks a conclusion and has some grammatical errors.


Introduction: Although the introduction is well-written and scientifically sound, there are several flaws with the paragraph, the out-of-date references, and the grammar. The opening section should be free of badly used tenses, and as there is a wealth of related work already published, the most recent related works (within the last five years) should be used to replace the old mentioned material.

Methodology 
Although the methodology is sound and the cited, supported historical references are acknowledged, the grammar needs to be reviewed.

Results 
Although the tables and graphs are presented nicely, the explanations are too brief and simplistic. Attention should be paid to the tenses, grammar, and punctuation.
Discussion 
The work is well discussed, however it will not be acceptable to include outdated, substantiated references throughout, with the exception of the 2024 (Amala et al., 2024) academic references. The authors should look for the most recent scholarly references and the research supporting those findings, in addition to the previously listed out-of-date references, in my opinion. 
Conclusion
Conclusion is accepted
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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