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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 
 

 
Fumonisins are dangerous mycotoxins for human and animals health. Their study is 
bringing more data in order to legislate their limits in food and feed. In my opinion the 
manuscript cannot be published in its present form. 
 
After introduction, next section should be Ocurrence, then Metabolism and mechanisms, 
after it should be placed Toxicity, followed by Dietary intake and finally Detoxification. 
 
Bibliography should be updated, references must be from the last 5-10 years, no more, in 
order to be useful nowadays, as there are other reviews already published about the topic. 
As for example: 
Schertz, H., Dänicke, S., Frahm, J., Schatzmayr, D., Dohnal, I., Bichl, G., ... & Kluess, J. 
(2018). Biomarker Evaluation and Toxic Effects of an Acute Oral and Systemic Fumonisin 
Exposure of Pigs with a Special Focus on Dietary Fumonisin Esterase Supplementation. 
Toxins, 10(7), 296. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
In all tables, add another column with the corresponding reference. In Table 1, change 
“some” for “in vivo” in the title. 
Line 50, correct have. Lines 50 and 58, change the beginning of the sentence.  
Line 127, change create for a better term, as provoked or triggered. 
Line 172, use italics in in vitro and in situ.  
Line 219, correct urgent.  
References in the last section must be corrected. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
 
 

 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 

 

Kindly see the following link:  

 

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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