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	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.


	The study is commendable for addressing an important and often overlooked aspect of public health—assessing potential contamination risks. The research provides valuable data that emphasize the need for routine monitoring to ensure safety. The recommendations offered are practical and relevant for improving hygiene standards. Overall, the manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to public health research and practice.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	I suggest the author rewrites the title in a way to show that an assessment was done in the study, rather than just phrasing it as “Risk of….”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is succinct and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The assays that were done are suggestive of a good study design.
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	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.
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	The author represented some of their results in 3D and I did not see the need for that. Also, the gel electrophoresis results had no ladder. I also think the electrophoresis results would have been easier to visualize if they were represented in black and white. With revisions, the manuscript would be publishable
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