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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript tried to evaluate some mineral contents and extract and characterize oil from Africa bean seed. This is one of the ways to explore sources of vegetable oil for several purposes. Chemical and physical characteristics determine its potential use such as for consumption, industrial use like soap making etc.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be better presented as EVALUATION OF SOME MINERALS AND VITAMINS CONTENTs, AND PARTIAL OIL CHARACTERIZATION OF AFRICAN OIL BEAN (Pentaclethra macrophylla Benth) SEED
	

	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 need to be reviewed 1. Background did not show oil extraction and characterization 2. Since not all minerals and vitamins were determined it is better to qualify them as “some’ or ‘selected’ 3. For the vitamins and minerals in the seed is better to report it as the seed has the highest percentage of vitamin C and Calcium, as ach has different RDA e.g. 9.32% vitamin A =9.32 g/100g of oil or 9320 mcg/g which is very high concentration. 4. The conclusion should have been the seed proves to be a good source of………
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct; however, references must be added to methods in partial characterization of oil. The discussion appears too scanty, there is a lot to add to the discussion to make it robust. The conclusion needs revisit, be specific on what the bean seed is rich in. Tables and figure should have legends and be self-explanatory. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are scanty, could be richer if discussion is made robust.
	

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


	The manuscript needs editing for grammatical and typographical errors correction. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors missed an important component which is statistical analysis. References listed appear not to reflect cited ones. There is need for grammatical and typographical check in the manuscript.
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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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