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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 review addresses a critical food safety and food security challenge—aflatoxin contamination in maize. It systematically integrates knowledge on epidemiology, health risks, and management practices, highlighting both conventional and advanced approaches. The manuscript provides valuable insights for researchers, policymakers, and extension workers, especially in regions where maize is a staple. Its emphasis on integrated and sustainable solutions makes it an important contribution to the global discourse on food safety.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is concise, specific, and appropriate. It clearly reflects the content. No change required.
Alternative (optional): “Integrated Management Practices for Mitigating Aflatoxin Contamination in Maize.”
	

	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 comprehensive and structured with aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, it could be improved by briefly quantifying the scope of literature analyzed (e.g., number of studies covered, geographic focus). It already mentions adoption barriers, which is commendable. Suggest minor refinement for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, well-referenced, and technically sound. It balances pre- and post-harvest aspects, biological and chemical interventions, and recent advances in genetics and biotechnology. Figures and tables are adequate. A few references appear repeated (e.g., Dövényi-Nagy et al., 2020 cited multiple times), which should be consolidated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, relevant, and largely up-to-date (2020–2024 sources are included). However, there are duplications (Grace et al., 2015; Dövényi-Nagy et al., 2020; Gachara et al., 2022/2024 cited more than once). Recommend cleaning the list for conciseness. Recent reviews from 2023–2024 are appropriately cited.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication. Some sentences are long and could be made more concise. Minor typographical issues exist (e.g., misplaced periods, capitalization of “Maize”). A careful language edit is advised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is comprehensive and well-structured.

· Figures could be improved with better clarity (e.g., Fig. 2 requires high resolution and caption expansion).

· Adding a summary table of management practices, their effectiveness, and limitations would greatly improve readability.

· Conclusion should emphasize future research directions and policy implications more explicitly.
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