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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 is of significance to the scientific community as it presents original data on the microbiological quality and public health risks associated with the consumption of smoked fish sold in urban markets in Central Africa. This region has not received sufficient attention in the existing literature. The present study contributes to the understanding of the relationship between traditional processing and marketing practices and the level of microbial contamination of fishery products. The results obtained can serve as a scientific basis for the development of strategies to improve food safety, public health policies and training programs for traders. Furthermore, the manuscript provides a useful methodological framework for similar studies in other regions with comparable socio-economic and climatic conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is scientifically appropriate.
	

	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 summary is accurate and well structured, but there is potential for improvement to enhance clarity: 

Concerning the objectives, the wording is somewhat ambiguous ("exposure to smoked fish and its sale"); it would be preferable if it were more direct.

On Methodology: “standard method in microbiology” should be more precisely worded. The results are very detailed for a summary; some values ​​can be summarized. Be careful, both TMAF and TAMF appear (need to be unified). Some sentences are too long and can be simplified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific soundness, yet it requires minor clarifications and improvements. The study is subject to the limitations inherent in the exploratory nature of the research design, as evidenced by the relatively small sample size (n = 30), the investigation of only two markets, the absence of an analysis of seasonality, and the omission of additional pathogens (Listeria, Clostridium). It is imperative to explicitly delineate the limitations of the study in a dedicated paragraph.
	

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

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


	The manuscript is written in a style suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is imperative to elucidate the methodology employed for the selection of the "random" sample. It is imperative to indicate whether the analyses were performed in duplicates or triplicates. 
In the results it was useful to present some differences between markets, types of fish or smoking methods.

In the conclusions some wording is redundant (e.g. "non-compliant samples", "presence of contamination"). The absence of Salmonella, an important positive result, is not explicitly mentioned. The last sentence is very long and could be clarified by separating it.
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