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	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 presents a scientifically sound and well-structured assessment of carcinogenic risks associated with the Ivorian street food “Garba.” It integrates quantitative dietary exposure data and validated chemical analysis using the USEPA risk model. The work contributes significant knowledge to the field of food safety and environmental toxicology in developing countries.

The study is important as it quantifies the exposure of consumers to PAHs and acrylamide in a culturally significant African dish. It bridges a major research gap in food toxicology, providing a replicable model for assessing contaminants in street foods. Findings are policy-relevant for public health authorities in West Africa and internationally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is concise, scientifically clear, and captures the study’s scope and context.
	

	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 current abstract is well written but should include quantitative data for scientific precision like this “Mean concentrations of benzo[a]pyrene, anthracene, fluoranthene, and acrylamide in fried tuna were 1.36 ± 0.58 µg/kg, 2.66 ± 0.42 µg/kg, 2.60 ± 0.37 µg/kg, and 69.43 ± 6.7 µg/kg, respectively. In reused frying oil, corresponding concentrations were 1.99 ± 0.60 µg/kg, 2.00 ± 0.35 µg/kg, 2.08 ± 0.31 µg/kg, and 20.6 ± 3.8 µg/kg. Hazard quotients (HQ) for acrylamide and benzo[a]pyrene exceeded unity (HQ_acrylamide = 148.77; HQ_benzo[a]pyrene = 12.71 in tuna), indicating potential health risks. Estimated lifetime cancer risks were 0.14 for acrylamide and 0.003 for benzo[a]pyrene, surpassing the USEPA acceptable threshold (1×10⁻⁴)”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The study employs appropriate methods, validated analytical techniques, and sound statistical analyses. However, the following improvements are recommended:

· Add a location map of the study area (Abobo, Cocody, Yopougon) for spatial context.

· Include a sample size justification, explaining statistical precision and rationale for selecting 90 vendor sites and 154 consumers.

· Incorporate a Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) section describing sample collection and laboratory analytical reliability (e.g., use of field blanks, duplicate samples, reference standards, recovery rates, and detection limits in accordance with ISO/IEC 17025 standards). These additions will strengthen the methodological rigor and transparency of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list covers essential and recent works (2014–2023). Ensure removal of duplicates (e.g., [120] vs [20])
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is clearly written in professional English. Minor grammatical edits are suggested (e.g., replace “Massogbe and al.” with “Massogbe et al.”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Add the location map and QA/QC section under Materials and Methods.

· Maintain consistent decimal notation (use periods, not commas).

· Separate the Results and Discussion into distinct sections.

· Add a policy implication statement in the Conclusion.
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