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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
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

GENERAL COMMENTS

| would like to commend the authors for the idea of
assessing food vendors’ personal hygiene and hstaltihs in
Yaounde, Cameroon. The research is in generalrbtetant
and timely.

However, the manuscript has serious flaws in Sigient
writing. Authors need to rewrite manuscript follagithe
scientific drafting rules.

Minor REVISION comments

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Title

The title is well written and clearly showing therpose of
the study.

Abstract

1. Introduction

26-27: “Among...... informal sector”: you must rewritag
sentence.

2. Materialsand methods

67-104: Remove this part. It's not relevant fostbkéction.
This section should be written stating :
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2.1 Questionnaires and sampling
2.2. Laboratory analysis
2.3. Statistical analysis

3. Reaults
In this section, authors discuss the results. nbisrelevant
for the plan chosen.

4. Discussion

Authors must rewrite the discussion following tletp of
results. They must make comparisons with otheidiessu
outcomes.

5. Conclusion

Generally, the conclusion should restate the gbtileo
study, to what extent it was accomplished, and et
internal outcome means to the external world (acéae
public, policy makers). Please revise the conclusio

accordingly.
Optional /General comments
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