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	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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides clear information on the bacteria responsible for the deterioration of bananas sold in local markets. It provides a better understanding of the risks associated with hygiene and fruit handling. The results can help researchers and health authorities improve food safety. Finally, this study contributes to reducing post-harvest losses and protecting consumer health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be slightly improved for greater scientific clarity and linguistic precision. For example: “Isolation and Characterisation of Bacterial Species Associated with the Spoilage of Banana (Musa acuminata) Fruit Sold at Margaret Umahi International Market, Abakaliki”
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive, as it clearly presents the context, objective, methodology, main results and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate overall. However, the sampling section is a significant limitation of the study. Analysing only 10 bananas reduces the representativeness of the results and limits the possibility of generalising the conclusions to all bananas sold on the market studied. It is therefore essential that this limitation be clearly acknowledged and discussed in the manuscript, or that the number of samples be increased in order to strengthen the scientific rigour of the document.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficiently recent, with the oldest dating from 2018, which is appropriate for a current scientific publication.
	

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


	The linguistic quality of the English is generally acceptable for scientific communication, but the manuscript contains several linguistic errors. There are errors in grammar, agreement and verb tenses, as well as sentences that are sometimes long and poorly structured, for example ‘banana fruits was collected’ or ‘bacterial species was isolated’. There are also some repetitions and non-academic expressions. Careful linguistic revision is therefore recommended in order to improve the clarity and scientific rigour of 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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