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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript is very interesting and highlights a new and concerning problem in the public health sector. The results in this paper demonstrate urgent need for intervention that support prevention of different harmful pathogens.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and aligned with the content 
	

	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 first sentence of the summary starts with a statement about “street food”. I understand the relationship, but the first sentence should be directly related to the topic. Better to start with something on “artisanal soft drinks.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and the article shows a comprehensive and realistic methodology. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is short. I advice to revise it for any missing data or to add more references to the text. 
	

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


	It is appropriate but suggest to refine it a bit more. It lacks a comprehensive flow in some parts, particularly the discussion part. 
The discussion is weakening the results. It is not well comprehensive. Suggestion to revise the English and the flow of sentences 


	

	Optional/General comments

1. 
	2. The citations should be before the “.”  → Revise throughout the text 

Also, concern by(Ehouman et al., 2020) in their study…. → This should be: … concern by Ehouman et al., (2020) in their study… 

Revise the following as well 

0. The statement: “which sometimes exceed European recommendations”:

Specify what are the European recommendations” - give examples 

0. The World Health Organization (WHO) estimates that nearly a third of deaths from OAD occur in Africa, particularly affecting children under five.(WHO, 2024)

What does the OAD tend for here? Expend it

0. Figures 

To be revised - aesthetically and pay attention to word spelling (legend not legende)

Some figures (figure 3 and 4) are so stuffed and not fully comprehensive 

0. These colonies exhibited a typical olive-green coloration with a distinctive black halo, facilitating their identification.

Adding photos of the bacteria/petri dishes/microscope photos could be very useful for the reader and future research 

0. Table I:Physico-chemical characteristics of Bissap and Gnamankoudji drinks sold in the Daloa health district. 

You mentioned that table 1 is for Daloa health district - but the table shows more than this. Please clarify and be more specific

0. Some paragraphs should be revised to make it clearer to the readers

0. Example: These microbial loads are consistent with regional data, aligning with the work of(Anin et al., 2016)in Abidjan,(Yobouet, 2016)on attiéké, and(Millogo et al., 2018)on Burkinabe yogurts. The potential presence of Listeria monocytogenes at the majority of study sites significantly exceeds the prevalences usually reported in West Africa, as well as those of the analysis of(Oluwafemi et al., 2023)on milk (20.13%) or studies of(Yobouet, 2016)on dairy products (8%). 

1. Principal Component Analysis (PCA) → should be expended the first time mentioned in the text… revise abbreviations throughout the text. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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