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	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 addresses an important food safety and public health issue in urban African settings, specifically microbial contamination of ready-to-eat sliced fruits sold on the street. Street-vended foods represent a major source of nutrition for low- and middle-income populations, yet they are frequently associated with foodborne disease risks. Identifying critical control points (CCPs) and hygiene-related contamination factors is valuable for informing regulatory agencies and public health interventions. If methodologically strengthened and scientifically clarified, this study could contribute useful local data to the growing body of literature on street food microbiological safety.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate; however, it requires grammatical correction and clearer structure.

Suggested revised title:
Critical Control Points and Factors Favouring Contamination of Sliced Fruits Sold in Douala V District

	

	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 presents the objective, methods, and main findings; however, it requires major revision. There are numerous grammatical errors and inconsistencies. The microbiological limits are not properly expressed (e.g., “> 5.107” without proper scientific notation clarity). Quantitative results should be expressed clearly in log CFU/g where appropriate.

The abstract should:

· Clarify sample size structure (50 samples from 10 vendors).

· Clearly present prevalence rates of Salmonella and E. coli.

· Avoid broad generalizations (e.g., “vendors have no knowledge” should be phrased cautiously).

· Improve clarity of microbiological findings.

Professional language editing is strongly required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses relevant microbiological methods; however, several scientific and methodological concerns must be addressed:

1. The serial dilution described up to 10⁻¹⁷ is unrealistic and scientifically questionable. This requires clarification or correction.

2. TAPC values and E. coli counts reported as 10¹⁹ CFU/g are biologically implausible and suggest calculation or notation errors.

3. Statistical analysis using a t-test for qualitative variables is inappropriate. Categorical data require chi-square or Fisher’s exact tests.

4. The sampling plan is described, but batch definition and statistical treatment of batches versus individual fruits are unclear.

5. The microbiological criteria are based on Algerian standards; justification for applying these standards in Cameroon should be provided.

6. The study design is descriptive and appropriate for preliminary assessment; however, methodological inconsistencies significantly weaken scientific reliability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include some recent studies; however, several issues are noted:

· Some citations appear future-dated (2025, 2026), which raises credibility concerns.

· Formatting is inconsistent.

· One reference appears incomplete (Ajuwon SA et al.).

· The Algerian regulation link appears incorrect and unrelated to Cameroon.

The authors should include:

· FAO/WHO Codex Alimentarius standards on ready-to-eat foods.

· Cameroon national food safety regulations (if available).

· Updated international guidelines on microbiological criteria for fresh-cut produce.

Reference formatting must be standardized.


	

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


	No. The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, inconsistent terminology (“slide-cut,” “slice fruit,” etc.), incorrect punctuation, and awkward phrasing. Scientific notation is inconsistently presented. Substantial professional English editing is required before publication consideration.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The identification of critical control points is conceptually valuable; however, the CCP analysis remains descriptive and lacks structured HACCP framework analysis. The discussion repeats results rather than critically analyzing contamination pathways. Quantitative microbial risk assessment (even basic interpretation) would strengthen the manuscript. Data presentation in tables requires correction of units and scientific notation.

Major revision is required before this manuscript can be considered scientifically robust.
The manuscript addresses an important public health topic but contains major methodological inconsistencies, questionable microbial counts, inappropriate statistical analysis, language deficiencies. Substantial revision is required.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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