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	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	
	

	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
	

	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.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes. Grammatical correction needed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Dear authors, the present study addresses an important public-health topic by assessing the hygienic quality of dried meat in N’Djamena and detecting virulence genes in Escherichia coli isolates. The methodology is generally adequate, and the results contribute valuable baseline data. However, a minor revision is requested for the following reasons:
1. Improve clarity and grammar throughout. Numerous sentences contain grammatical, typographical, and structural errors that hinder readability. 

2. Clarify sampling criteria and representativeness. Provide justification for using only 10 E. coli strains for molecular testing and whether these were randomly selected or based on specific criteria.

3. Important PCR details are incomplete or unclear, including primer sequences (stx1, eaeA), amplicon sizes, PCR reaction mix components and electrophoresis gel concentration.
4. Improve figure quality and consistent formatting. Figures 1 and 2 are low-resolution and the labels difficult to read. Please replace with higher-quality gel images and ensure uniform marker sizes and clear lane numbers

6. Revise the Conclusion for clarity and scientific tone. The Conclusion should focus on the study’s findings and recommendations. The sentence about "manual of procedure" is unclear-please specify whether such a manual was developed in this study or proposed for future work.
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