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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer's comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author's Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 addresses a crucial issue in food safety by evaluating aflatoxin contamination in cereals and animal feeds in Bomet County, Kenya. The presence of aflatoxins in staple foods poses significant health risks, including hepatocarcinogenic effects, and has economic implications for food security. The study contributes to the growing body of knowledge on mycotoxin contamination in African agricultural products, providing valuable insights for policymakers, farmers, and food safety authorities. Given the relevance of aflatoxin exposure in both human and animal health, the study holds significance for food safety regulations, risk assessment, and mitigation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative, but it can be refined for clarity and precision. A suggested alternative is:

"Aflatoxin Contamination in Cereals and Animal Feeds in Bomet County, Kenya: A Food Safety and Public Health Concern"

This revised title maintains the study's focus while emphasizing the health implications of aflatoxin contamination.
	

	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 provides a broad overview of the study but needs improvements in clarity and structure:

Methodology Details – The description of sample collection and analysis should be more structured, briefly stating the statistical methods used for validation.

Key Findings – The results should be summarized with a stronger emphasis on the proportion of samples exceeding regulatory limits.

Conclusions & Recommendations – The abstract should explicitly highlight the study's implications for food safety policies and propose specific mitigation strategies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically valid, but several areas need improvement:

The methodology should elaborate on the quality control measures used to ensure accuracy in aflatoxin detection.

The discussion lacks comparisons with international regulatory limits, such as those set by Codex Alimentarius, EU, and FDA.

Some data interpretations need more depth—particularly how environmental factors (e.g., humidity, storage conditions) contribute to aflatoxin prevalence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites relevant literature, but several references are outdated. It is recommended to include more recent studies (from the last five years) focusing on:

Advancements in aflatoxin detection methods (e.g., LC-MS, biosensors).

Climate change and mycotoxin prevalence in Africa.

Updated global regulatory frameworks on aflatoxins.
	

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


	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and inconsistent terminology, which hinder readability. Key issues include:

Improper article usage (e.g., "the maize" instead of "maize").

Run-on sentences and unclear phrasing.

Spelling inconsistencies and formatting errors in references.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The tables are well-organized but could be formatted more clearly to ensure proper alignment of data and consistent units (e.g., µg/kg instead of ppb) to align with international standards. Including graphical representations (such as bar charts or heat maps) would greatly enhance data visualization, particularly for aflatoxin prevalence across different sub-counties. The conclusion effectively summarizes key findings, but making it more action-oriented by providing specific recommendations for policymakers, regulatory agencies, and farmers would strengthen its practical relevance. 
Overall Assessment: This manuscript addresses an important and timely topic with valuable implications for food safety and public health. The study is well-conceived, and the findings are significant, but some refinements in methodology explanation, language clarity, and contextual analysis would further enhance its scientific impact. With these improvements, the paper has strong potential to contribute meaningfully to the ongoing discourse on aflatoxin management in agricultural products.

The manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic related to food safety and public health, contributing valuable insights into aflatoxin contamination in cereals and animal feeds.

The well-structured methodology provides valuable data, particularly in detecting aflatoxin levels across different sub-counties.

The findings are scientifically significant, and the discussion is informative. However, it could be strengthened by comparing it to international regulatory standards (e.g., Codex, EU, FDA).

The tables and figures are helpful, but minor formatting improvements (e.g., aligning data properly and using consistent units such as µg/kg instead of ppb) will enhance readability.

Overall, the manuscript's language is clear, but a minor revision to improve its readability and academic quality would improve its grammar, consistency, and clarity.

Recommendation: "Minor Revision" (Score Range: 8-9)

The manuscript is well-structured and scientifically sound, with only minor revisions needed to improve data presentation, standardization of units, and language clarity. With these minor adjustments, it has a strong potential for acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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