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Editor Comments

1. Include author/s names and affiliation with email of corresponding author beneath the title of the manuscript. 

2. Ensure you have 5 keywords

3. Format your manuscript according to the style sheet template of the journal. 

4. Please use only British spelling in your manuscript. For instance use organise, analyse not organize and analyze.
5. Check to see all in text citations are in references and vice versa. 
6. Please also ensure you cite one article from 3L and you are encouraged to cite from GEMA or Academika. 

7. Make necessary changes per the review comments below and return your manuscript by <deadline>
8. Make sure the changes are in a different font colour and also send us a table indicating how you responded to suggestions, changes by reviewer as shown below.  Without this table we will not consider your revised manuscript.
	Reviewer


	Comments/suggestions for revision from the reviewers
	Author’s revision or response

	1
	   I feel the theoretical framework could be a bit clearer in the discussion
of Bhabha's third space and how it intersects with foodways.
	This has been addressed in page 6. Further references have been added to show the applications of the Third Space to food. All changes and additions are shown in blue. 

	
	The methodology section is a bit sketchy and needs to be a bit more
forthcoming beyond the stating of corpus.
	Methodology : more details have been added to methodology to describe how the analysis has been conducted. (see page. 7). Subsections have been added to analysis to illustrate this. 

	
	The discussion is overall satisfactory although I feel perhaps the close
readings could be a bit more engaged.
	Efforts have been made to engage more with the text without adding to word count. Changes seen in blue. 

	2
	Track changes in manuscript
	All comments and suggestions have been addressed and highlighted in green (from yellow by reviewer) to show that revisions have been made. All changes are seen in blue in paper. 

	
	Abstract:  Yes, it is. Though the theory could be articulated more clearly.
	Theory has been made more explicit

	
	 The problem is sufficiently defined, but the objective, significance and
scope of the paper could be explained more clearly.
	Objective, significance and scope have been more explicitly stated in introduction (changes made in blue)

	
	The third space is addressed adequately, but more could be said about the
other two theoretical notions of multiculturalism and transculturalism -
specifically in terms of how they are manifested in the analysis.
	The definitions of the two concepts have been done earlier in paper as suggested and application in analysis has been explained in methodology. 

	
	ANALYSIS: 

Adequately done. However, there is no discernible pattern of organization
in the analysis. It could be organized according to the theoretical spaces,
or according to the roles or functions of food.
	Methodology section has been revised to provide more information on analytical procedure and subheadings have been added to analysis for further clarification and signposting. 

	
	The discussion is good, but the links to the theoretical notions
should be made more clearly.
	More links have been made with theoretical concepts in analysis. 

	
	The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the
analysis/content. The original problem and the implications of the findings
are addressed here also.
:
        Yes, the summary is accurate but I would advise the author to revise the
conclusion as it is lacking in its impact. Try highlighting the
significance/implications of the study.
	Conclusion has been revised according to suggestion in track changes. 

	
	  Generally, the use of language is good, but there are many errors of
structure which the author should be able to edit without much problem.



The revisions are mostly minor in nature, with the exception of the
theoretical framework, which requires more attention. I have attached the
original manuscript with my comments on it to help the author make informed
and accurate revisions.
	Errors have been addressed and double checked. 


