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	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.


	In many developing countries, including Côte d’Ivoire, complementary feeding practices begin early in infancy, often involving traditional weaning foods such as porridge. These foods are crucial for filling the nutritional gap when breast milk alone is no longer sufficient to meet the growing infant's dietary needs. However, the safety and hygiene of these traditional foods are frequently overlooked, particularly in informal or home-based preparation settings. Poor microbiological quality can pose serious health risks to infants and young children, who are especially vulnerable to foodborne pathogens due to their developing immune systems. 
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	The title is suitable for the prepared manuscript. 
	

	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 is comprehensive; however, stating the place and duration of the study in a separate subsection is not appropriate in academic writing. This information is more suitably included in the methodology section, where it contributes to the overall research context. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the methodology is scientifically sound in its general approach, it lacks certain essential components that are critical for ensuring the rigor and reproducibility of the study. Notably, the sample size does not appear to have been determined using a scientific or statistical method, which raises concerns about the adequacy of the sample to support valid conclusions. Additionally, the sampling techniques employed are not clearly described, making it difficult to assess how representative the sample is of the target population. Providing a clear explanation of both the sample size calculation and the sampling method is essential for evaluating the validity and reliability of the study’s findings.
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	References are recent and sufficient. 
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	The document contains numerous grammatical errors that affect the clarity and readability of the content. It is recommended to carefully proofread the text and utilize a grammar-checking tool, such as Grammarly, to identify and correct these issues. Doing so will enhance the overall quality and professionalism of the writing, ensuring that the intended message is conveyed effectively to the reader.
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