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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 study is important because it addresses a real public health concern linked to the growing street food culture in Côte d’Ivoire and similar regions. By investigating the presence of Staphylococcus aureus in pork barbecues, the authors help shed light on the safety of a food that many people consume regularly. Their findings, which show no S. aureus contamination but highlight gaps in hygiene and some antibiotic resistance among other Staphylococcus species, provide reassurance while also calling attention to areas needing improvement. Overall, this work contributes to protecting consumers’ health and supports efforts to promote safer food-handling practices in local communities.
	

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

	YES
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured
Here are  improvements that could make it stronger:
1. Clarify the methodology: Briefly mention that both culture-dependent and PCR-based molecular methods were used—this highlights the robustness of the analysis.
2. Add key quantitative data: Including the range of Staphylococcus spp. counts (e.g., 6.1×10² to 3.3×10³ CFU/g) would provide more scientific precision.
3. Streamline the aim statement: The sentence beginning with “To evaluate the risk of…” could be shortened for better readability.
4. Add a forward-looking remark: Conclude with one sentence emphasizing the importance of reinforcing hygiene and surveillance to prevent future contamination risks.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and follows established microbiological and molecular protocols.
However, a few refinements could further strengthen the scientific rigor:
· Include details on replicates and controls for the microbiological tests to enhance reproducibility.
· Provide a brief justification for the sample size (n = 20) to demonstrate representativeness.
· Clarify whether antibiotic susceptibility testing was performed in triplicate and how interpretation zones followed CASFM/EUCAST guidelines.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate
	
	

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

	YES
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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