Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	European Journal of Nutrition & Food Safety 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_EJNFS_151709

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	An in vitro Assessment of the Genotoxic Potential of In-Shell Nut Ingredients According to OECD Genotoxicity Guidelines 471 and 487

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Manuscript is very important for scientific community.  As food industry faces dual challenge of developing nutritionally improved products, safety profile of Almond Solids, Almond Liquid Extract and Peanut Paste shows no genotoxic activity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is not appropriate because it require minor correction
“An in vitro Assessment of the Genotoxic Potential of In-Shell Nut Ingredients”
	

	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. Some part should be deleted from abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically corrected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references on genotoxic effect can be incorporated. As for example
Ballesteros-Ramírez R, Durán MI, Fiorentino S. Genotoxicity and mutagenicity assessment of a standardized extract (P2Et) obtained from Caesalpinia spinosa. Toxicol Rep. 2020 Dec 26;8:258–263. 

Musto, G.; Schiano, E.; Iannuzzo, F.; Tenore, G.C.; Novellino, E.; Stornaiuolo, M. Genotoxicity Assessment of Nutraceuticals Extracted from Thinned Nectarine (Prunus persica L.) and Grape Seed (Vitis vinifera L.) Waste Biomass. Foods 2023, 12, 1171. https://doi.org/10.3390/foods12061171

	

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


	Language/ English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication. But manuscript need revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. A technical check of the manuscript has been conducted to ensure that the layout and sectioning are appropriate. However, the manuscript is excessively lengthy and should be concisely revised.

2. The Materials and Methods section should not be described in excessive detail and needs to be streamlined.

3. Guideline numbers should not be mentioned in the title or abstract. Additionally, the place and duration of the study should be removed from the abstract.

4. Although a detailed analysis of the tested product is provided in the Methods section, a proper experimental protocol is not clearly described. If available, please include appropriate references for the protocols used to test the product.

5. Please add the following statement to the Conclusion section:
“The genotoxic effects of in-shell nut ingredients should be validated in a suitable animal model.”
6. The Materials section should include complete details of the manufacturers of all items used in the study.

7. In the tables, the name of the positive control has not been mentioned and should be clearly specified.

8. Please indicate the level of statistical significance in the Results section of the manuscript.

9. The data should be expressed as mean ± standard deviation (SD) for each parameter. Currently, only mean values are provided without SD in Tables 1–7 (Bacterial Reverse Mutation Assays and in vitro Mammalian Cell Micronucleus Assay).

10. Please provide representative figures showing micronuclei formation in the treated groups.

11. Replace Table 8 with an appropriate figure. Although p-values are provided, the overall results cannot be adequately represented in this manner. A graphical representation would better convey the findings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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