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	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.


	The originality of the title is technically accepted but could be improved for any public health precision. 
Though it identified the subject clearly, target and location but phrases like “Evaluation of” and “some selected” are often considered weak in academic and public health discission yet indicated significant levels of fungal contamination in the popular ready-to-eat snacks. 
The study idea is appropriate and relevant to food microbiology and public health. However, there are major issues in:

· Methodology accuracy

· Experimental design clarity

· Data consistency

· Fungal culture procedures

· Statistical rigor

· Interpretation of results

· Scientific writing quality

These must be corrected.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, is technically acceptable but could be improved for better precision, impact, outcome-oriented and public health focus.
Any of the below suggested topics can be use dependent on the focused interest 

1. "Mycological Assessment of Ready-to-Eat Snacks Sold at Nnamdi Azikiwe University, Awka, Nigeria"
2. "Fungal Contaminants of Vended Snacks in Nnamdi Azikiwe University, Nigeria"

3. "Isolation and Identification of Moulds in Selected Snacks: A Case Study of UNIZIK, Awka Nigeria "

4. "Prevalence of Fungal Contamination in Fast Foods and Its Public Health Implications in Awka, Nigeria"
	

	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 study briefly mentioned the health risk of the specific molds found, while listing the faculties in the text, the abstract should explicitly state that “these represent the UNIZIK” community as it defines the study scope. 
Below is a version of a suggested and rephrase abstract: 
“Foodborne diseases resulting from microbial contamination pose a significant public health threat, particularly in communal eating areas. This study evaluated the fungal contaminants of locally prepared fast foods sold at the Faculties of Biosciences, Management, Social Sciences, and Art at Nnamdi Azikiwe University, Awka. Twenty (20) samples, including meat-pie, moimoi, egg roll, puff-puff, and doughnut, were purchased aseptically and analyzed using standard microbiological techniques. Three mold species were isolated: Aspergillus flavus, Aspergillus niger, and Penicillium cyclopium. Among the samples, the highest mean fungal counts were recorded in Doughnuts (CFU/g) and Puff-puff (CFU/g), while Aspergillus flavus emerged as the most frequent isolate. The presence of these fungal species, particularly A. flavus, suggests a risk of mycotoxin production. These results indicate poor post-processing handling and environmental contamination. The study recommends stringent personal hygiene for food handlers, regular sanitization of utensils, and improved packaging to ensure student safety”.
Suggested keywords: Foodborne fungi, Aspergillus flavus, snack contamination, food safety in canteens, Nnamdi Azikiwe University, Mycotoxin risk 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically conceivable but not publication-ready.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	So numerically weak, your reference count is acceptable. However, quality and recency are more important than quantity. Therefore, they are partially sufficient and not recent enough
Reference content assessment showed that before 2010 50% too old, 2010-2015 25% acceptable, 2016-2021 20% good and 2022-2026 0% had critical gap. This is a serious problem for journal submission. 
	

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


	Language level - moderately poor, sentence structure - weak and scientific tone - inconsistent  
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is:

It requires:

Major revision

especially correction of:

· incubation temperature

· CFU calculation

· CFU units

· result interpretation

· methodological clarity

· grammar and structure
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No 
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