Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of TROPICAL DISEASE & Health

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJTDH_140863

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluation of the Response Efforts to Foodborne Disease Outbreak in a College of Education in Ghana

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript addresses a relevant and underreported public health issue: response to foodborne disease outbreaks in academic institutions within developing countries. It provides contextual insight into outbreak investigation, institutional response, and control strategies in Ghana. The study adds value to the global discourse on food safety, especially in low-resource settings where outbreak response frameworks are often weak or inconsistently applied. The findings can inform policymakers, school health programs, and environmental health services to enhance rapid outbreak response in similar settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the manuscript’s content clearly.
	

	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.


	Partially.

The abstract gives a general overview but lacks:

· Clear objective statement

· Brief methods explanation

· Key findings with quantitative support

· Conclusion with implications

Suggested improvements:

Begin with the aim, summarize the investigation methods (data collection, stakeholders), state 2–3 specific findings, and end with practical recommendations for improving foodborne disease outbreak response.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but some limitations need clarification:

· The manuscript presents a real-life case with logical structure, relevant stakeholders, and response steps.

· However, it lacks:

· Details on case definitions, data validation, and coordination protocols

· Quantitative summaries (e.g., % of affected students by dormitory or food item)

· Assessment of outbreak source with microbiological evidence (or clearly stating if this was not done)

Recommendation: Add clearer discussion on limitations and capacity gaps in surveillance or laboratory confirmation.
	

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

· The number of references is limited.
· Some are outdated (older than 10 years).

· Several statements are made without citation.
	

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


	Needs improvement.

· Some paragraphs are too descriptive and informal.

· There are grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and inconsistencies in verb tense.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides practical insights into outbreak management and school health systems.

Consider adding:

· A timeline of response actions (as a table or figure)
· A summary of affected population demographics

· A discussion section comparing the response to international guidelines
	


	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Kholis Ernawati, Universitas YARSI, Indonesia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

