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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important and timely public health issue by investigating antimicrobial resistant E. coli along the farm environment food interface. The study provides valuable data from northern Cameroon, a region where such 1 Health oriented AMR surveillance is scarce. By linking irrigation water, soil, and lettuce contamination the work contributes to understanding environmental transmission pathways of resistant bacteria. The findings are relevant to microbiologists, food safety experts, public health professionals, and policymakers working on antimicrobial resistance in low and middle income countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the study design, sample types, geographical location, and main outcome measures. No alternative title 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 clearly presents the background, methodology, major findings, and conclusions.
Minor suggestions:

· Consider briefly stating the study design (cross-sectional) explicitly in the first sentence.

· The resistance findings are well presented, but the term “multidrug-resistant (MDR)” could be defined more clearly in the abstract.

Overall, no major deletions are required
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design is appropriate, sampling methods are clearly described, microbiological and antimicrobial susceptibility testing followed internationally accepted standards CLSI and results are logically presented and discussed. The interpretation of findings is supported by relevant literature, and conclusions are consistent with the results. Minor typographical and formatting issues do not affect scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive, relevant, and includes recent literature (2020–2025). The manuscript appropriately cites WHO, FAO, CLSI, and peer-reviewed regional and international studies. To further strengthen the regional context and continuity of research, the authors may consider citing some of their previously published works that address microbial contamination, antimicrobial resistance, and food/environment-related public health risks in similar African settings, where relevant. Incorporating these studies would enhance coherence and demonstrate the progression of research in this domain. Overall, no critical references appear to be missing. 
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and suitable for academic readership. However, minor to moderate language editing is recommended to correct grammatical inconsistencies, improve sentence flow, and standardize terminology (e.g., pluralisation,, punctuation, units formatting). These issues do not obscure meaning and can be corrected during revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are informative and well aligned with the text, though minor formatting harmonization would improve readability.

· The One Health perspective is well articulated and strengthens the manuscript.

· The limitations section is appropriate and transparent.
Minor Revision
The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. Minor language polishing and formatting corrections are recommended before final acceptance.


	


	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? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Tesfaye Wolde, Wolkite University, Ethiopia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

