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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 addresses an important public-health concern, especially for rapidly urbanizing cities in developing nations where street-food consumption is common. By providing an extensive microbiological assessment across six municipalities of Bamako, the study contributes valuable baseline data on the prevalence of E. coli, Salmonella spp., and Staphylococcus aureus. The findings offer strong scientific evidence for policymakers and public-health authorities to design targeted interventions for food safety improvement. The comprehensive sampling strategy and use of standardized ISO methods significantly enhance the scientific merit and practical relevance of the study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the study’s scope and analytical approach.
No change is required.


	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured. It concisely presents the aim, methodology, results, and conclusion.
Suggested minor improvement:
· Add one sentence on the significance of the findings (public-health implications).

· Clarify the specific sample size (300 samples) for improved readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, well designed, and methodologically rigorous.
Strengths include:

· Use of internationally recognized ISO standards for microbial analysis.

· Adequate sample size and multi-year prospective data collection.

· Use of advanced statistical methods such as MCA and hierarchical clustering, which add depth to the analytical approach.

· Clear presentation of results, supported by figures and tables.

The scientific reasoning is correct, the methods are appropriate, and the conclusions are supported by the results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and include recent sources (2020–2024). They appropriately support the introduction and discussion.
Optional: You may consider adding more literature from West Africa to expand the regional context, but this is not mandatory.


	

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


	The manuscript is readable and generally well-written. Minor grammatical corrections and improvements in sentence flow would enhance clarity. However, the English quality is acceptable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The study could be strengthened further in the future by including antimicrobial resistance profiling of the isolates.

· Visual representations (figures) are informative and improve comprehension.

· This work makes a strong contribution to food safety surveillance literature.

The manuscript is robust, methodologically strong, and valuable for publication after minor improvements in English clarity and abstract enhancement.
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