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	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 is important in that it discuss the hygiene-related contamination risks.

· The manuscript also enlightened mothers on the importance of proper preparation and storage of the porridge. 

· The manuscript is attempting to educate mothers on the importance of pediatric nutrition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable however, I think the title can be written to capture the survey aspect of the manuscript. E.g. Microbiological Evaluation and Maternal Survey on Anago Baka Porridge Used in Infant Feeding in Abidjan (Côte d’Ivoire)
	

	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.


	Yes, several additions can be made:

There is no background information on the flours, similarities and differences between the flours (different location and source)

“…showed satisfactory microbiological quality” this isn’t scientific because satisfaction can be subjective, what exactly is satisfactory in the result?
The coordinates isn’t necessary, the name of the City and State can be used in the Abstract.
There’s no information about how the flours were sourced.
The result doesn’t include the statistical result. 
The abstract is not comprehensive in my opinion, it needs more information about the flour, how they’re made etc.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The Manuscript has some flaws that need work. For instance, there’s no information on how the flours were sourced. There is no information on how the mothers prepare the porridge. The preparation and storage of the porridge will influence the microbial loads of the porridge. What is the relevance of the survey to the microbial analysis? There is a lot of information that will make this manuscript more profound. How sure are we that the mothers are using the same preparation method used by the author(s) since preparation is one of the ways the porridge can be contaminated, water is a factor, etc… 
Can any information be given on the location where the microbial analysis was carried out?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient. The author(s) should correct this. It should be properly formatted.
“http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0021-843X.111.2.202 Tchoko-Zannou, V. J., Bouaffou, K. G. M., Kouame, K. G., & Konan, B. A. (2011). A study of the nutritional value of cassava and soybean based infant flours for weanling age child. Bulletin of the Royal Society of Science of Liege , 80 : 748 – 758 .


	

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


	Yes, the English is okay.
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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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