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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 reveals a serious health risk linked to eating vegetables sold in Foumbot, as many were found to have dangerously high levels of harmful bacteria and parasites. Vegetables like African eggplants, basil, carrots, and peppers were especially contaminated, posing a greater risk to those who eat them raw. This is particularly concerning for vulnerable people, such as children and those with weak immune systems. To protect public health, there is an urgent need for better food hygiene education, regular market inspections, and stronger food safety measures.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not fully appropriate for several key reasons:

1.The phrase "Possible Implication...in the Risk and Persistence of Water-borne Diseases" suggests a direct or studied connection between vegetable contamination and water-borne disease outbreaks in the population, which your study does not directly investigate.

Since there was no epidemiological correlation (e.g. no isolation of pathogens from patients, no disease prevalence tracking), this part of the title could be seen as speculative or misleading.

2. "Possible Implication..." lacks precision. It doesn’t clearly tell the reader what was actually studied.

3. The title does not mention the specific markets (Central and Fresh Food) where the study was conducted.

“Comparative Assessment of Faecal Bacterial Contamination in Vegetables from the Central and Fresh Food Markets in Foumbot, Cameroon”    OR 

“Variation in Faecal Bacterial Contamination Among Vegetables from Two Major Markets in Foumbot, West Cameroon” 


	 

	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 could briefly introduce why this study matters (e.g., prior reports of foodborne illness, reliance on raw vegetables in local diets).

The mention of water-borne diseases in the abstract should be avoided unless supported by data.

The abstract currently doesn’t mention the specific pathogens tested (Shigella, Salmonella, fecal coliforms, fecal streptococci), which are central to the findings and should be included.

The abstract should end with a clear, concise conclusion that emphasizes the public health implications and recommendations.

Phrases like “define a strategy for protecting consumers” are too broad unless such strategies were explicitly tested or proposed in the paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.Graphical representations of ANOVA studies may be included.
Mention of parasite contamination is misleading, since no parasitological tests were actually done.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	 

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


	Yes.The English language and grammar are understandable, but need some changes/editing. 

Grammatical errors: Example:

“Results showed that the bacterial load of the samples exceeded the standards established by the Health and Information Communication System (SCISCOM).”
“Results showed that the bacterial load in the samples exceeded the standards set by the Health and Information Communication System (SCISCOM).”
2. Phrases like “in order to define a strategy for protecting consumers” can be shortened to “to inform strategies for consumer protection.” Avoid vague phrases like “possible implication” in scientific writing—be precise about what was studied.

3. Use either "bacteriological quality" or "bacterial contamination" consistently throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an original article with valuable findings; however, it would benefit from additional comparative studies or practical applications to strengthen the analysis and broader relevance minor revisions
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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