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	This manuscript provides essential scientific evidence on the microbiological safety of dried meat consumed in N’Djamena, a food product that is widely eaten but rarely studied. By identifying the presence and distribution of pathogenic Escherichia coli strains, the study fills an important knowledge gap in food safety research within Central Africa. The findings offer valuable guidance for public health authorities, meat processors, and policymakers to improve hygiene practices and reduce the risk of foodborne illness. Overall, this research contributes meaningful baseline data that can support future surveillance programs and improve consumer protection.
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