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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 is important to the scientific community because it provides valuable insights into the microorganisms responsible for bread spoilage in a local Nigerian context, where bread is a widely consumed staple food. The study contributes to food safety research by identifying both bacterial and fungal contaminants that compromise bread quality and pose potential health risks to consumers. By documenting the microbial diversity associated with bread spoilage, the work strengthens the existing knowledge base needed for developing effective preservation, packaging, and hygienic handling strategies. Furthermore, the findings can inform food microbiologists, public health practitioners, and bakery industries on practical interventions to reduce post-production contamination and extend the shelf life of bread products.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	is clear, but a bit long and location-heavy. Many journals prefer shorter, more focused titles that highlight the core research contribution rather than emphasizing the exact location (unless the locality is essential).

Here are some alternative title suggestions you might consider, depending on your target journal:

1. Isolation and Identification of Microorganisms Responsible for Bread Spoilage

2. Microbial Contaminants of Spoiled Bread and Their Characterization

3. Microbiological Profile of Bread Spoilage: Insights from Southeastern Nigeria

4. Diversity of Microorganisms Associated with Bread Spoilage in Nigeria


	

	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.


	Strengths of your abstract

It introduces the importance of bread as a staple food.

It highlights spoilage as a global issue.

It clearly states the purpose of the study.

Gaps / Missing Elements

Most journals expect abstracts to cover five essential points:

Background/Context – Why the study matters.

Objective – Clear research aim.

Methods – Brief but specific (sample size, techniques used).

Results – Key findings (microbes identified, prevalence, spoilage rate, etc.).

Conclusion/Significance – What the findings mean for food safety, preservation, or public health.

Currently, your abstract stops after the purpose and does not yet include:

Methods (how the microorganisms were isolated/characterized).

Results (which bacteria and fungi were found, their frequency, etc.).

Conclusion (practical relevance – shelf life, food safety, bakery industry).

My Suggestions

Add methods: e.g., “Spoiled bread samples were collected and analyzed using standard microbiological techniques such as serial dilution, culturing, and biochemical characterization.”

Add results: Mention the main microorganisms isolated (e.g., Aspergillus, Penicillium, Rhizopus, Bacillus, Staphylococcus).

Add conclusion: Link results to relevance — e.g., the need for improved hygiene, better packaging, and consumer safety.

Delete redundancy: Phrases like “bread is consumed globally by rich and poor” can be shortened to keep the abstract concise.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in concept, but whether it is fully correct depends on how well the methods, results, and conclusions were executed and reported.

  At this stage, it seems valid but incomplete — it needs stronger methodology description, inclusion of quantitative results, and a conclusion that ties findings to broader implications in food safety and preservation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant, but the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent (2020–2024) peer-reviewed studies on bread spoilage microorganisms, bakery food safety, and preservation technologies. This will strengthen the scientific foundation and update the discussion to align with current global research trends.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable, but it requires moderate editing for grammar, conciseness, and scholarly tone. Some sentences are repetitive and could be shortened. Refining the language will improve clarity and ensure the manuscript meets the standards of scholarly communication.
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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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