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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Thank you for your trust in choosing us to review your manuscript.
Overall, this manuscript, titled "Nutritional characteristics of orange flesh sweet potato-sprouted African locust beans-wheat flour-based food and its biochemical effect profile of albino rats" presents an interesting research idea and provides some valuable insights into this topic. Furthermore, the topic of the manuscript is related to nutrition and food security. However, after careful review of the manuscript, there are some areas where the manuscript should be critically addressed and could be improved. Therefore, I recommend that the manuscript undergo important and necessary revisions, amendments, and clarifications before publication, by considering the following comments.
Title: Accepted.
· The writing style is good.
Abstract:
· The researcher mentioned in the conclusion the proportions in which the flour under study was prepared but did not mention the unit of weight. This should be mentioned.
Introduction:
· The first paragraph of the introduction discusses doughnuts in the manuscript. I believe this is not relevant to the topic of the manuscript.
Materials and Methods:
· The scientific name (genus and species) must be provided for all plants used in the study, taking into account the internationally accepted conventions for writing scientific names.
· The researcher stated that the flour, after preparation, was collected in plastic containers. It is well known that plastic can produce toxic substances, especially bisphenol A, when exposed to heat for long periods. This should be clarified, along with the storage conditions in terms of duration and temperature.
· Regarding the potatoes, how was the plant dried?
· Using heat for drying may cause the loss of some beneficial elements and substances. It is important to mention the temperature used for drying, noting that room temperature or sun-drying would be preferable.
· The temperature of the drying oven should be mentioned.
· Table (1) requires further clarification in terms of proportions and weight units.
· The scientific name (genus and species) of the study animals should be mentioned.
· How did the researcher prove that experimental animals consumed the food equally?
· The amount of food given to the rats daily, and the amount consumed daily, should be mentioned. • The researcher relied on drawing blood directly from the eye. Why this procedure? This should be explained.
· Were the rats anesthetized during the blood drawing?
· What type of anesthetic was used?
· Was the fear experienced by the animal considered during the blood draw? Since fear affects the animal physiologically, it affects the measurements under study. This should be clarified.
· Why did the researcher avoid drawing blood directly from the heart during anesthesia?
Results and Discussion:
· The presentation and discussion of the results are good, considering the following points:
· Regarding animal weight, was weight gain over time taken into account? This may lead to obesity. This should be clarified.
· The results for lipids and proteins are very similar across the study groups. The reason for this should be explained.
References:
· References 15 and 17 should be standardized with the other references.
· Finally, the manuscript is good. I recommend publishing it, considering the above comments.
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