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 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 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

1- This article deal with assessing personal 
hygiene and health status of vendors 
involved in informal sale of food in 
Yaoundé, Cameroon. The methods used 
in this stud were investigated through 
medical examinations (stools analysis for 
ova and cysts of parasites) and 
questionnaires. This is reflected that the 
author analyized stools of human begin 
in Cameroon and he did not analyized the 
food vendors samples   and he did not 
used any equation  to correlated between 
the samples positive from  stools and 
food samples positive. So author is 
invited to explain how can proof this 
parasites from food not water?????? 

2-  The article include the part of discussion 
and the author through the results 
repeated the discussion. So the author 
must separate the results and comments 
only the main results and delete the 
repeated sentences.       

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The aim was not to assess food quality, but personal 
hygiene and health status of the vendors. 
 
 
 
Good. It has been done 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
The article need more attention about the typing 

mistakes  

 

Particular attention has been paid 

Optional/General comments 

 

  

 
 


