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	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 and veterinary concern by documenting the prevalence and antimicrobial resistance profile of Escherichia coli O157:H7 in pig farms in northern Côte d’Ivoire, a setting where data are scarce. The findings contribute valuable baseline epidemiological information on a zoonotic pathogen of global relevance. In addition, the study highlights the issue of multidrug resistance in food-producing animals, which is critical for both animal health management and human food safety
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study
	

	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.


	abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured. However, it would benefit from a brief mention of the study design (cross-sectional) and the statistical approach used to assess risk factors. Additionally, clarifying the number of antibiotics tested would improve precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the methodology is appropriate for the stated objectives. Sampling, laboratory procedures, and antimicrobial susceptibility testing are adequately described. Minor clarifications could be made regarding quality control strains used during antimicrobial susceptibility testing if applicable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant. Most citations appropriately support the discussion. The authors may consider adding one or two recent references (last 3–5 years) on antimicrobial resistance of E. coli O157:H7 in food animals to further strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The overall language quality is acceptable and understandable. Minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are recommended to improve clarity and consistency, particularly in the Results and Discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and presents valuable regional data. Addressing the minor points mentioned above would further improve clarity and scientific rigor without requiring revisions.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No obvious ethical issues were identified. However, the authors may consider explicitly stating whether ethical approval or informed consent from farm owners was obtained
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