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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 importance of this study lies in highlighting the risks of antibiotic resistance genes spreading through the food chain in Central Africa, specifically in peanut paste. The manuscript contributes to the One Health approach by linking food safety to public health. It also provides essential epidemiological data on Enterobacteriaceae strains resistant to beta-lactams and quinolones, which will help improve treatment strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is very appropriate as it clearly reflects the scientific content (molecular characterization), the target microbes, the food source, and the geographical location.

Alternative (optional) suggestion: “Evaluation of microbial safety and antibiotic resistance genes in peanut paste circulating in Bangui, Central African Republic.”
	

	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 comprehensive and covers the objectives, methodology, main results, and conclusion, ]Suggestions for addition: It is preferable to add p-values ​​to emphasize the statistical significance of the results.

Suggestions for deletion: The presentation of percentages for all strains could be shortened, focusing on the most important results to increase emphasis
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript follows a standard scientific methodology, from traditional bacterial isolation to molecular confirmation using PCR. The results are supported by detailed tables illustrating the correlation between the phenotype and gene of resistance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and cover similar previous studies, but some are outdated (such as studies from 1994 and 2000).
	

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


	The language is acceptable and conveys scientific ideas clearly, but it needs minor proofreading to standardize scientific terminology (such as standardizing the italicization of bacterial names) and correct some spelling errors in the tables. General Comments (Optional)


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is very valuable locally, and expanding the sample size to include other cities is recommended.

Please ensure that gene names are italicized (e.g., blaTEM, qnrB) according to international scientific conventions.
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