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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 
 

From the topic, this study is centred on isolating mycotoxigenic fungi. Do yeasts 
have the capacity to produce mycotoxins? Should they be included in this report? 
Authors should please see to this. 
Authors have not shown in this article that they verified via scientific experiments 
that isolates have the capacity to produce mycotoxins. Although most of the isolates 
have been reported to be mycotoxin producers, more credibility is given to the study 
when scientific experiment back up claims. This is not a seminar article but an 
original research paper. 
I recommend an adjustment to the topic, ‘Myctoxigenic’ may be inappropriate 
because the results include non mycotoxin producers and the mycotoxin producing 
capacity of the isolates were not tested in this study. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
The authors have done a fantastic job. Well done. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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