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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 work fills a significant data gap in urban public health research by offering scientific proof of the microbiological safety of a popular street dish.

It draws attention to the gap between street food vendors' actual hygienic standards and their increased awareness of food safety.

The combination of microbiological analysis with KAP assessment improves knowledge of the hazards of foodborne illness in the actual world.

The results confirm the necessity of long-term, policy-driven food safety actions that go beyond temporary awareness campaigns.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title can be significantly improved for clarity and scholarly effect, but it is often appropriate for a scientific article.


	

	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 covers every important aspect of the study and is thorough and well-structured. Nonetheless, it would be advantageous to eliminate redundant background material and minimize superfluous scientific and statistical elements. Transparency would be enhanced by making it clear that microbiological examination was only done prior to intervention. The abstract would be improved by include a brief remark about the importance of public health and emphasizing the knowledge-practice gap in the conclusion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is accurate from a scientific and methodological standpoint. Clarifying the lack of post-intervention microbiological testing, identifying important limitations, and briefly addressing the lack of correlation between vendor KAP and food safety results are some minor modifications.


	

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

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


	Yes, the language effectively communicates the scientific topic and is generally appropriate for scholarly communication. However, readability and academic polish would be improved with small grammar fixes, fewer repetitive words, and more succinct sentences. The work would be strengthened even more for journal submission with a minor professional language edit.
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