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	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 study provides valuable data on acrylamide exposure in a vulnerable, previously underreported population, highlighting a significant public health risk for neoplastic effects. Its findings can inform dietary guidelines, risk communication, and policy actions in similar low-resource settings.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but a bit general and could be strengthened by adding the study population or context to improve relevance and specificity. Here are two concise alternatives you could consider:

1. “Dietary Acrylamide Intake and Associated Health Risk Categories Among Adults in Kibera Slum, Nairobi”
2. “Assessment of Dietary Acrylamide Exposure and Health Risk Categorization in a Low-Income Urban Population”


	

	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.


	· Add 1–2 introductory sentences to briefly state the problem or significance of acrylamide exposure.

· Streamline results to focus on main intake value, top contributing foods, and key MOE findings.

· Fix the duplicated phrase in the conclusion (“there is need for…”).

· End with a clear implication or public health relevance.

· Highlight the high-risk category (neoplastic effects) more explicitly in the results or conclusion.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work is conceptually sound and uses accepted risk assessment methods, but the scientific robustness depends on details not visible here as such as data collection methods and justification of sampling techniques.

 The full manuscript would need review to confirm scientific correctness. The results are mainly presented as averages, but there is no information about how much people’s intake levels differed from each other, or whether any comparisons or tests were done to show the reliability of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Make sure that all references follow a uniform citation style throughout the manuscript. Ensure that references include recent studies (last 5–7 years) on dietary acrylamide exposure, especially in African or low-resource urban populations. Additionally, many references are outdated; it is recommended that at least three-quarters of the cited literature be from the last 3–4 years to ensure the study reflects current knowledge.
	

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


	The manuscript is clear and conveys the key ideas effectively. That said, there are several areas where the language can be refined to improve clarity, grammar, and overall flow. Some sentences are overly long and would benefit from being rewritten for conciseness and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important public health issue by assessing dietary acrylamide exposure in a vulnerable population. It applies standard risk assessment methods (MOE with BMDL10) to evaluate both neoplastic and non-neoplastic effects. The abstract and manuscript would benefit from clearer structure, inclusion of introductory context, and explicit reporting of key statistical results. Please review the manuscript for sentences that appear as direct statements, particularly those beginning abruptly with verbs. Overall, the study provides valuable data that could inform dietary guidelines and public health interventions, but minor revisions are needed to improve clarity and scientific presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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