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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 shows useful data on essential and toxic metal concentrations in rice bran from major rice-growing areas in Kenya. The use of ICP-OES and the regional comparison approach is appropriate and help highlight important geographic differences in both nutritional content and potential contamination. The finding that arsenic levels exceed Codex limits is especially concerning and shows the need for stronger regulatory attention. Overall, the study adds relevant information to ongoing discussions around food safety, environmental monitoring, and agricultural practices, and has the potential to inform both policy and future research in this area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest considering a revision of the current title to enhance clarity and accessibility for a broader scientific audience. Two possible alternatives are:

· "Regional Variation in Metal Element Composition of Rice Bran in Kenya"
· "Comparative Assessment of Metal Content in Rice Bran from Selected Kenyan Regions"
These options offer clearer phrasing and more direct communication of the study’s scope. They avoid technical jargon like “profiling,” which may not be immediately understood across all disciplines, and instead use terms like “variation” and “assessment” that are more universally recognized. This can help improve the paper’s visibility and comprehension among researchers from diverse fields such as environmental science, agriculture, nutrition, and public health.


	

	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 is generally informative and outlines the key components of the study, including the aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, to enhance its comprehensiveness and clarity, a few improvements are recommended. First, the aim could be stated more concisely to emphasize the dual focus on nutritional value and potential toxicity of metal elements in rice bran. Second, the methodology is well-described, but the inclusion of too many numerical values in the results section may overwhelm readers; summarizing the most significant findings would improve readability. Lastly, the abstract could benefit from clearer transitions between sections to improve flow. The conclusion is strong but could be more impactful by explicitly highlighting the broader implications for food safety policy and public health. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its overall design, methodology, and interpretation of results. The study employs a well-established analytical technique i.e Inductively Coupled Plasma Optical Emission Spectrometry (ICP-OES) which is appropriate for detecting and quantifying metal elements in biological samples like rice bran. The comparative research design is suitable for assessing regional differences, and the sampling approach (six samples per region) provides a reasonable basis for statistical comparison, although increasing the sample size could enhance the robustness and reliability of the findings. The detection of arsenic levels exceeding Codex limits is a significant finding with direct implications for public health and food safety. However, the manuscript could benefit from a more detailed discussion of potential sources of contamination (e.g., soil, water, agricultural practices) and how these might vary by region. Including this information is key as it will support the interpretation of results as well as guide future research directions. Furthermore, the study’s conclusion appropriately emphasizes the need for monitoring and regulation, but it could be expanded to suggest specific policy or agricultural interventions. This would enhance the manuscript’s practical relevance and impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent and regionally relevant studies to strengthen its scientific grounding and contextual relevance. While the current references may support the general framework, incorporating newer literature from 2020 to 2025 would enhance the manuscript’s credibility and demonstrate engagement with the latest research.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The grammar, vocabulary, and sentence structure are mostly appropriate for an academic audience. However, there is room for improvement in terms of logical progression of ideas and engagement through narrative flow. These are my recommendations:
· Frame the study as a response to a real-world problem. Begin with a compelling context, such as the growing concern over food safety in staple crops, to draw the reader in.

· Highlight the significance of the findings not just in terms of numbers, but in terms of their impact on health, policy, or agriculture. For instance, rather than just stating that arsenic levels exceeded Codex limits, explain what that means for consumers or farmers.

· The conclusion should not only summarize findings but also point toward future research directions or practical applications. The authors said in their conclusion that “These findings offer baseline data; though broader studies are needed for more conclusive insights.” The statement that the findings offer baseline data is valuable; however, I recommend expanding this point by briefly outlining the specific gaps that remain and suggesting directions for future research. For instance, you could mention the need for studies with larger sample sizes, seasonal sampling, or investigations into environmental sources of contamination such as soil and irrigation water. This would not only strengthen the conclusion but also provide a clearer roadmap for subsequent research in this area.


	

	Optional/General comments


	I commend the authors for addressing an important issue related to food safety and nutritional quality through the analysis of metal elements in rice bran. This study contributes important baseline data that can inform future monitoring and policy decisions. To further strengthen the credibility and generalizability of the findings, I encourage the authors to consider increasing the number of samples analyzed per region in future studies. A larger sample size would enhance statistical power, reduce variability, and provide a more comprehensive understanding of regional differences in metal contamination. This would be beneficial for drawing more valid conclusions and supporting evidence-based recommendations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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