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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 study emphasizes the value of milk's nutritious components, especially camel milk, and describes how its special makeup makes it beneficial for human consumption. Additionally, it highlights the microbiological makeup of camel milk, its shelf life and storage duration, and the procedures that affect its safety and quality.

Additionally, by promoting greater research on alternative natural milk types that might be advantageous for growth and development, this publication fills a vacuum in the body of scientific literature. The results may also help the milk-processing sectors modify formulas and processing conditions to match consumer demands while adhering to regulatory requirements, such as FDA regulations.

Furthermore, this study offers evidence-based information on the microbiological safety of raw camel milk, a common staple in Sahelian communities, which aids in evaluating possible dangers to public health. To safeguard consumers and guarantee safer milk quality, the data also point to serious hygiene deficiencies during milking and distribution.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but it can be refined to: Microbial evaluation of raw camel milk consumed in N’Djamena, Chad
	

	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.


	It is well-written and very understandable. The followings are suggested:
· Be consistent in the use of short and long form of Staphylococcus aureus. Ensure you use the short form after one-time long form.

· In addition, make sure all the scientifical names are italicized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes they are sufficient. However, there are inconsistencies in the format. I suggest the author should read the authors guideline to follow the style required by the Journal.
1. Some references have doi while some don’t.

2. Likewise some references do have page numbers while some don’t.

3. Websites (except doi) after stating the authors names and page numbers are not required

4. 
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. You can add more background study to the introduction

2. Please ensure there are error bars in your Figure 1-4.
This is great and well documented! Kindly accept for publication after the comments have been attended to.
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