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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 manuscript underscores the importance of regulatory oversight in the areas of food and drug safety. The data presented provide compelling justification for increased scrutiny and more robust regulatory frameworks. Notably, the study’s comprehensive design — involving six schools and incorporating sample collection across diverse preparation conditions — enhances the credibility of the findings and highlights the potential scope of the issue. These results warrant further investigation and should prompt greater attention from both the research community and relevant regulatory authorities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriately balanced and accurately reflects the scope of the study. It neither overstates the findings nor understates the significance of the work. The author has effectively captured the essence of the research without resorting to sensationalism, which is commendable.
	

	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 succinct and accurately summarizes the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The author has appropriately cited relevant literature to support statements related to studies not conducted as part of this work, demonstrating a good understanding of the existing body of knowledge and adherence to scholarly standards.
	

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

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


	The overall language quality of the manuscript is good, with only a few minor spelling errors that can be easily corrected during revision. However, some of the tables could benefit from improved labeling. In particular, it is not immediately clear which data correspond to artisans versus industry without referring to the figure legends. Enhancing the clarity of table headings and labels would improve the readability and immediate comprehension of the data presented.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is well-prepared and presents its findings clearly. Only minor revisions are needed to improve clarity and presentation.
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