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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.


	In this study, Author focuses on hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) in sub–Saharan Africa, a region where liver cancer is a massive health burden, yet patients are often diagnosed too late for effective treatment. By identifying these local risk factors, Author’s work provides a roadmap for more effective public health policies. We hope these insights will help clinicians and policymakers design screening and prevention programs specifically tailored for low-resource settings, where they are needed most.
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	Yes, but add Methods section of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, but several points require clarification. Some odds ratios in the multivariate analysis particularly those related to peanut consumption and BMI appear unstable or inconsistent, likely due to small sample sizes in certain categories. This limitation should be discussed more explicitly. In addition, the interpretation of the reported increase in risk with each additional year of age needs clarification, given that age matching was performed. Finally, the use of indirect measures, such as peanut consumption as a proxy for aflatoxin exposure, should be interpreted more cautiously. After these changes it will be good.
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	The references are generally appropriate, relevant, and sufficient to support the background and discussion. Key international and regional studies on HCC epidemiology and risk factors are well cited.
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	No, the paper needs a thorough edit to fix some grammar mistakes and smooth out the phrasing. Right now, some sentences are a bit clunky, and there’s a tendency to repeat the same points. I especially need to focus on the Methods and Discussion sections to make sure the logic flows well and is easy to follow. Refining these areas will make the whole study much clearer and more professional
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