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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.


	The study design is valid, and the research conducted is sound. The issue arose highlights the importance of food safety in that geographical region. Overall, manuscript is good but I have some suggestions to improve it.
	

	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, it is comprehensible.
	

	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.
	References are sufficient, but authors need to make sure to follow a similar in-text and end-text referencing style. I have observed some mistakes; authors need to follow the correct and recommended style for referencing.
	

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


	No, there are numerous grammatical mistakes and spelling errors throughout the manuscript. Authors need to check it carefully. I will give an example: the spelling of percentage in the figures is wrong.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- Authors need to write a detailed description of microbiological parameters used in their methodology, not just mentioning the names of procedures. Also, provide some figures of colony morphology of these different bacterial genera on different types of culture media used in this study to authenticate their findings.
2- No need to mention page numbers in the footnotes.

3- Improve the English language in the manuscript. 

4- The methodology section needs to be revised in a scientific manner.

The manuscript should be published after careful revisions as there are several mistakes. 

The manuscript’s quality should be improved according to the journal’s requirements.
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