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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses an important public health issue: the effectiveness of epidemiological surveillance systems for diseases with epidemic potential in resource-limited settings. Strengthening surveillance systems is essential for early detection, rapid response, and prevention of disease outbreaks, particularly in regions vulnerable to infectious disease transmission. By examining health worker knowledge, notification practices, and the availability of surveillance tools in the West Region of Cameroon, the study provides practical insights into operational gaps within the health system. The findings may contribute to improving public health preparedness and informing policy decisions aimed at strengthening disease surveillance systems in similar contexts across Africa and other low-resource settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title broadly reflects the topic of epidemiological surveillance in the West Region of Cameroon; however, it does not fully align with the variables and results presented in the study. The manuscript primarily assesses the knowledge and practices of health personnel, as well as several determinants influencing surveillance performance within health facilities. Therefore, the current wording focusing on “needs for interventions to improve surveillance” may appear somewhat prescriptive and does not fully capture the descriptive and analytical nature of the study. A more appropriate title would better reflect the key variables examined, particularly knowledge, practices, and determinants related to epidemiological surveillance among health personnel.

Suggested alternative title:

“Knowledge, Practices, and Determinants of Epidemiological Surveillance for Diseases with Epidemic Potential among Health Personnel in the West Region of Cameroon.”

This proposed title more accurately represents the scope of the study and the variables investigated.
	

	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 provides a reasonable summary of the background, methodology, results, and conclusions of the study. However, a few improvements could enhance clarity and scientific rigor.

Suggestions:

1. The study design and sampling strategy could be described more clearly.

2. The sample size (170 health personnel) should be clearly stated earlier in the abstract.

3. Minor grammatical revisions are needed to improve readability.

4. The implications for policy or practice could be more explicitly stated in the conclusion section.

Overall, the abstract adequately reflects the study, but minor editing would improve clarity and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and addresses a relevant research question related to epidemiological surveillance. The use of a cross-sectional design, structured questionnaires, and observation tools is appropriate for assessing knowledge, practices, and resource availability among healthcare workers. However, some aspects could be improved:

1. The methodology section should provide greater clarity on the calculation of sample size.

2. Some statistical results are presented without sufficient explanation in the text.

3. The discussion could better integrate the study findings with existing literature and regional surveillance frameworks.

Despite these points, the overall scientific approach appears acceptable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant to the topic and include several studies on epidemiological surveillance in African settings. However, some references are relatively old, and the manuscript would benefit from including more recent literature (last 5–10 years) on surveillance systems and outbreak preparedness. Suggested areas for additional references:

1. Integrated Disease Surveillance and Response (IDSR) updates in Africa.

2. Recent WHO guidance on epidemic preparedness and surveillance strengthening.

3. Studies evaluating surveillance performance in Sub-Saharan Africa after the COVID-19 pandemic.

Including more recent sources would strengthen the manuscript’s academic relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing. Several grammatical inconsistencies, awkward sentence structures, and typographical errors are present throughout the text. Examples include, inconsistent verb tense usage minor spelling errors (e.g., “STRENGHTS” instead of “STRENGTHS”), and some long sentences that reduce readability. Therefore, a thorough professional English language review is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study provides valuable insights into operational gaps in disease surveillance in health facilities within the West Region of Cameroon. The identification of training needs and shortages in essential surveillance tools is particularly useful for guiding public health interventions. However, several improvements would strengthen the manuscript:

1. Clarify methodological details, particularly the sampling procedure and statistical analysis.

2. Improve the structure of the results section for better readability.

3. Expand the discussion to more thoroughly compare findings with regional and international studies.

4. Improve language quality and correct minor typographical errors.

5. Ensure consistency in percentages and reported values across the manuscript.

With these revisions, the manuscript could make a meaningful contribution to the literature on strengthening surveillance systems in low-resource health systems.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical concerns were identified. The manuscript states that ethical approval was obtained from the West Regional Ethics Committee for Research in Human Health, and informed consent was obtained from participants. However, the reference number of the ethics approval appears incomplete in the manuscript. The authors should ensure that the full ethics approval reference number is clearly reported.
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