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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 4
article.

The title is clear, informative, and consistent with the content of the manuscript. It
appropriately reflects the study population, main variables, and geographical setting. The
reviewer suggests that indicating the study design (e.g., cross-sectional study) could further
improve precision, although this is not mandatory.

2. The abstract presents objectives, methods, and results. ] 4

The abstract clearly presents the background, objectives, methodology, principal results and
conclusions of the study. The main findings are relevant and well summarized. Minor
language revisions are recommended to enhance clarity and to consistently emphasize that the
study evaluates food allergen sensitization rather than confirmed food allergy.




3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in

this article. 2

The manuscript contains several grammatical and stylistic issues that affect readability. While
the scientific content is understandable, careful language editing is recommended to improve
sentence structure, spelling, and overall flow, in line with ESJ publication standards.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. ‘ 3

The methodology is described in a generally clear and structured manner. Diagnostic criteria,
severity assessment, and skin prick test procedures are appropriately detailed. However,
additional clarification is encouraged regarding the sampling strategy, absence of sample size
calculation, and the use of native food allergens. These aspects should be more explicitly
discussed as study limitations.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. | 3

The results address the study objectives and present relevant findings. Nevertheless, some
inconsistencies and ambiguities are observed in the tables, particularly concerning percentages
and totals. A careful revision of all tables is advised. The exclusive use of univariate analysis
should also be acknowledged as a limitation.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by

the content. 4

The conclusions are generally consistent with the results and provide a concise summary of
the main findings. The interpretations are reasonable; however, they should be slightly
moderated to reflect the cross-sectional design and the limited sample size.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. \ 4

The references are relevant and adequately support the background and discussion. The
inclusion of regional and international studies is appropriate. Minor adjustments to reference
formatting and consistency are recommended to align with journal guidelines.
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Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed

Return for major revision and resubmission
Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

The manuscript explores an important and insufficiently documented topic, particularly in the
context of sub-Saharan Africa. The study provides valuable local data on food allergen
sensitization among children with atopic dermatitis and highlights culturally relevant dietary
allergens.

To strengthen the manuscript, the authors are encouraged to carefully revise the language,
correct inconsistencies in the results tables, and clearly differentiate between allergen
sensitization and clinically confirmed food allergy. Expanding the discussion of methodological
limitations, including sampling strategy and statistical analysis, will further enhance the
scientific quality and clarity of the paper.
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