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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.


	This manuscript is of significant importance to the scientific community as it provides the first detailed molecular characterization of antibiotic resistance genes in non-typhoidal Salmonella strains isolated in the Central African Republic. By combining classical serotyping with molecular detection of resistance determinants, the study fills a critical data gap from a region where genomic and molecular surveillance data remain scarce. The findings highlight the circulation of clinically relevant resistance genes to β-lactams and quinolones, underscoring the growing threat of antimicrobial resistance in foodborne pathogens in sub-Saharan Africa. Furthermore, this work offers essential baseline data to support public health surveillance, guide antimicrobial stewardship policies, and inform future One Health investigations linking human, animal, food, and environmental sources of Salmonella transmission.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· It is institution-centered rather than population- or context-centered.

· It does not specify that the strains are human, non-typhoidal Salmonella, which is an important strength of the study.

· Many journals prefer shorter, more informative titles that emphasize public health relevance.

Suggested title :

Molecular Characterization of Antibiotic Resistance Genes in Non-Typhoidal Salmonella Isolates from Human Samples in Bangui, Central African Republic (2019–2023)

	

	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 but too long and overly detailed for most journals.

· The background section should be shortened by removing historical information on typing methods.

· The study objective should be stated more clearly and concisely in one sentence.

· Methodological details should be simplified, focusing only on study design, sample size, and key techniques.

· The results section should highlight only the main serotypes and major resistance genes, avoiding excessive percentages and risk ratios.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and based on appropriate epidemiological, bacteriological, and molecular methods. The study design, laboratory techniques (culture, serotyping, antibiogram, and PCR), and statistical analyses are consistent with accepted practices in clinical microbiology and antimicrobial resistance research.
However, a few scientific clarifications and minor corrections would strengthen the manuscript:

· Gene nomenclature should be standardized (e.g., bla<sub>TEM</sub>, bla<sub>CTX-M</sub>, bla<sub>SHV</sub>, qnrB instead of TEMOT3/OT4, CTXM-1, gnrB).

· Some risk ratio interpretations are presented as “significant” despite wide confidence intervals that include 1, which should be interpreted cautiously.

· The molecular panel is limited to selected resistance genes; this should be clearly acknowledged to avoid overgeneralization.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The reference list is sufficient in number and covers foundational and regional studies.

· Many references are outdated, with limited citations from the last 5–8 years.

· Recent literature on molecular antimicrobial resistance in Salmonella is underrepresented.

· WHO/GLASS AMR surveillance reports should be added.

· Recent studies on ESBL-producing Salmonella (bla<sub>CTX-M</sub>, bla<sub>TEM</sub>, bla<sub>SHV</sub>) are recommended.

· Additional references on plasmid-mediated quinolone resistance genes (qnr) should be included.

· Recent African and One Health–focused AMR studies would strengthen the discussion and relevance.
	

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


	· The overall English is understandable but contains some grammatical errors and awkward phrasing.

· Certain sentences are too long or complex, which may reduce clarity.

· Some technical terms are inconsistently used (e.g., gene names, abbreviations).

· Minor editing is needed for punctuation, tense consistency, and word choice.

· With careful proofreading, the language is suitable for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript addresses an important public health issue—antibiotic resistance in Salmonella—which is highly relevant for the Central African region.

· The study design and methods are generally sound, but clarity in data presentation could be improved (e.g., tables, figures).

· Some sections, particularly the discussion and conclusion, could better highlight the implications of the findings for policy and clinical practice.

· Minor language and formatting improvements would enhance readability.

· Overall, the manuscript has scientific merit and would benefit from careful revision before publication
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	· There do not appear to be major ethical issues, assuming that the study properly obtained ethical approval from a relevant institutional review board and that patient or sample data were handled confidentially.

· The manuscript should explicitly state the ethical approval number and confirm that all procedures complied with ethical standards for human or clinical sample research.

· If human samples or patient data were used, it should also mention that informed consent was obtained, if applicable.

In short: No obvious ethical concerns, but explicit documentation of ethics approval should be included.
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