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	PART  1: Review Comments


	
	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)

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)

	

1. The manuscript is quite important as it provides some level of scientific information regarding the nutritional quality of selected cereals in Ekiti state. These selected cereals are the most consumed cereals among the population, hence the need to ascertain the level of nutritional quality and for that matter food security. As most scientific research is driven by hypotheses, this component must be incorporated into the study.

2. Suggested title: LEVEL, DISTRIBUTION, AND TYPES OF AFLATOXINS IN SELECTED CEREALS IN EKITI STATE, NIGERIA

3. The abstract is not comprehensive. What is clearly missing is the multistage sampling strategy used to select the cereal samples from the towns/streets in each local government area. Some key findings are also missing. The author did not also provide conclusions and recommendations in the abstract.

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are quite appropriate. These can be improved by including the following: a) a paragraph on the study’s research questions under the “Introduction” section, immediately before stating the study’s objectives; b) a subsection detailing the study’s sampling strategy; and c) the main hypothesis driving the study, which is basically the idea that the author is attempting to prove or otherwise (this is absent in the manuscript).

5. The study generally adopts scientific methods of enquiry. It however lacks some details to give credence to this scientific research.

6. Most of the references are not recent. Some are more than 12 years old, suggesting that the author is not abreast with current literature. These old references must be updated.

Other suggestions/comments
· The author did not undertake any statistical analysis to determine if the samples taken with their Aflatoxin levels were statistically different between local government areas and within towns/states. These tests of statistical significance should be performed so that any differences observed in Aflatoxin levels should not be attributed to chance. 

	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	
1. The quality of grammar/sentence structure, punctuations, needs improvement. The section on “discussions” appears boring as the phrases “is in agreement with” and “is in line with” appears too often in the discussions. The language quality needs improvement. 



	

	Optional/General comments

	1. In the “discussions” section, the author must provide plausible/cogent reasons why these selected cereals were identified as having these types of Aflatoxins in them. 
2. The author mut indicate where these samples were collected from. Were they in storage in the markets (rural or urban markets) or individual homes? More information is required.
3. How this random sampling was conducted is not clear. From Table 1, it is not clear how the Towns or Streets in each local government area (LGA) was selected: purposively, randomly, or stratified random, or other criteria used. This must be clearly stated to ensure that the sampling approach adopted in representative enough. 
Doesn’t Towns have streets in Ekiti State? So how did the author distinguish between a Town and a Street in this study? Why is it that for some local government areas, streets were sampled whilst for others it is Towns? 
What also determined the number of samples per cereal in each Town/Street for each LGA? Was the sampling based on proportional-to-size sampling, where the larger the town/street, the larger the number of cereal samples taken?
The author needs to clearly describe the sampling strategy to ensure transparency in the approach.
4. Nothing is said about the Control group using the PDA. This important information must be provided: how the results from the control group was analysed and compared with the treatment/experimental group. 
5. It is also important to know how many days or weeks the samples were kept in the refrigerator before use. 
6. Under “Aflatoxins content of food inoculated with isolates” on page 5, what qualifies these samples as “healthy food samples” This must be well described/explained.
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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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