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 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This is a scientifically acceptable topic. It needs to be supported by convincing scientific tools. 
It still traces a current problem in African cities 
 
 

 

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

 

Yes   

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. 

 

Specify the sampling method and Quantify knowledge gaps. All the suggestions have been 
mentioned in the manuscript.  

 
Instead of simply stating "knowledge about using masks (33.9%) and gloves (41.7%) was 
limited," quantify the level of knowledge. For example, "Only 33.9% of vendors knew that 
wearing masks was crucial for preventing food contamination 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

Review some references   

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

 

No. To be improved. Verb tenses  

Optional/General comments 
 

Integrate our suggestions. Improve the English. Structure the discussion and introduction well. 
Organize the results and tables well. Avoid repetitions. The article is long but does not contain 
enough information. Use the references mentioned in the introduction to better support your 
discussion section 
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