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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community due to its focus on food safety and public health. It sheds light on the microbial contamination of fresh tomatoes, a widely consumed food item, and the potential health risks associated with mycotoxin production. The research findings emphasize the need for awareness, preventive measures, and regular examination of food products to mitigate the impact of mycotoxins on human health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Microbiological Contamination of Freshly Cultivated Vegetables, Fruits, and the Associated Health Risks" would be suitable for the content provided. 
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive, providing a detailed overview of the research focus, including the evaluation of fungi and mycotoxins in fresh tomatoes, the methods employed for the study, and the implications for public health. It effectively summarizes the key findings and emphasizes the significance of the research in addressing food safety concerns. However, it could benefit from a brief mention of the specific mycotoxins identified in the study, if available, to enhance the clarity of the findings. 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, but it is not good to write every single sub heading, please author has to avoid such sub headings throughout the article, include wherever it is necessary.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript demonstrates scientific robustness and technical soundness through its meticulous approach to microbiological evaluation, fungal isolation, and mycotoxin extraction from fresh tomatoes. The detailed description of the methodology, including serial dilution, culture techniques, and mycotoxin extraction procedures, reflects a rigorous scientific approach. Furthermore, the incorporation of references to established research methodologies and previous studies in the field enhances the manuscript's scientific credibility.
	

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

-
	The references encompass a wide range of publication years, with a notable inclusion of recent studies, such as those from 2018 and 2019. This reflects a commitment to incorporating contemporary research findings and aligning the study with current scientific knowledge. The inclusion of both recent and foundational references enhances the manuscript's credibility and ensures that the research is situated within the context of current scientific discourse. Therefore, the references are sufficient.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Yes

	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript presents a valuable contribution to the field of food safety and microbiology, and with some structural adjustments, it has the potential to be a compelling scientific publication. Additionally, enhancing the literature review with more recent studies could strengthen the context and relevance of the research.

Consider following suggestions,

1. Subsections in Materials and Methods within the Materials and Methods section, consider breaking down the procedures into subsections, each detailing specific steps of the methodology. This will enhance clarity and reproducibility.

2. Clarity in Conclusion in the Conclusion section, clearly outline the key findings and their implications. Additionally, provide specific recommendations based on the study's outcomes.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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