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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The sale of Street foods is increasing daily especially in Africa, because they serve as avenues 
for small business owners or vendors to make their daily income for survival. Although these 
foods are readily available to consumers’ at affordable cost, it is of paramount importance to 
examine their nutritional and health benefits for the safety of the consumers. Therefore, this 
manuscript is of great importance and would be an advantage to the contribution of knowledge 
to the scientific community. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title of the article is well suitable as it properly reflects the contents of the manuscript.  

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 concise enough as it justifies the research carried out by the author. However, 
proper documentation of abbreviations like AST, ALT, ALP e.t.c  ought to be fully defined being 
the first time they are mentioned in the article. Also proper definition of terms is necessary for 
adequate understanding for individuals from non- science background. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Subsections were clearly outlined and appropriate.  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The characteristics of good scientific writing entails contribution to the knowledge and 
community of science, proper documentation and definition of terms, explicit methodology that 
is well replicable or reproducible; to mention but a few. The manuscripts meets these basic 
requirements; with very few scientific corrections.  Hence, it is scientifically robust and 
technically sound. 
 

 

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

The references are well sufficient, although some of them are too old ( References 13 to 17). 
Author should look out for their most recent revised and reviewed editions.  
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The Language/ English quality is explicit enough and suitable for scholarly communications. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript is welcomed to the contribution of scientific knowledge. The author should take 
note of the following; 
-  Weights of the rats (biological specimen) ought to be taken and recorded at 3 days interval for 
proper accuracy. 
-  The Standard international units for parameters like proximate compositions should be 
adequately defined. 
 
 
 

 

 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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