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	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.


	Given the public health issues surrounding the consumption of street food, the authors have tackled a particularly relevant subject. Here are a few suggestions for a more in-depth approach:
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Assessment of hygiene practices and food safety knowledge among street food vendors in the Volta region, Ghana” is highly appropriate for the study. It covers all the essential elements of the study and gives the reader a clear idea of its content.
	

	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 entirely consistent with the title of the study. It provides a detailed description of the methods used, the results obtained and the conclusions drawn, all of which are fully in line with the objective stated in the title.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presented appears methodologically sound and meets several criteria for rigorous scientific research
	

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

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


	Of course, the quality of the language and the English of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. Especially as Ghana is an English-speaking country.
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	This manuscript of exceptional scientific quality, which deals with a relevant subject, has our approval for publication in your esteemed journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Overall, the ethical measures implemented in this study appear to be adequate. Respect for the principle of free and informed consent, protection of anonymity and consideration of cultural specificities are essential elements in any research involving human beings.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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