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	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 study addresses a critical public health and environmental issue in an urban African setting. It provides important empirical evidence on the contamination of untreated wastewater and irrigated vegetables with pathogenic bacteria, which has direct implications for food safety, urban agriculture policies, and community health in N'Djamena and similar regions.
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	The title is informative but too long and complex. It clearly reflects the study objectives but can be shortened for better readability.
	

	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 informative but requires grammatical polishing and clearer presentation of results. Units should be standardized (e.g., CFU/mL, CFU/g). The WHO standard should be clearly stated: ≤10³ CFU/100mL for E. coli and absence of Salmonella in irrigation water.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methods are appropriate and follow standard microbiological protocols. However, the study lacks statistical analysis. Descriptive statistics (e.g., percentages) are provided, but inferential tests (e.g., Chi-square, ANOVA) should be included to compare contamination levels across sites. Sample size justification is also missing.
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	The references are relevant but dated. Several key citations are over 10 years old. Include more recent literature (last 5 years) on wastewater reuse, antimicrobial resistance, and WHO guidelines (e.g., WHO 2016, 2021 updates).
	

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


	The manuscript requires major English language editing. There are frequent grammatical errors and unclear sentence structures. Professional proofreading is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables should be reformatted for clarity (consistent decimal separators, alignment).
Figure captions are missing in-text references.
A  Limitations section should be added to the Discussion.
Correct WHO guideline values and cite appropriately.
The study is valuable and methodologically sound but requires significant improvements in language, statistics, formatting, and ethical reporting before it can be accepted for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical statement is provided. The authors should clarify whether ethical approval was obtained for sample collection.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interests are declared. A statement should be added confirming no conflicts of interest.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No overt plagiarism detected, but some descriptive passages (e.g., wastewater definitions) closely resemble existing literature. Ensure proper paraphrasing and citation.
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