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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it shows the mineral content of different parts of the sweet potato plant such as leaves, peels, and flesh. The manuscript provides practical data about both beneficial nutrients and toxic metals in food crops. This study also indicated that sweet potatoes grown in Senegal are a food that is safe for consumption and may lead to better nutrition and help reduce problems associated with high blood pressure. Research like this is valuable to farmers, health workers, and food safety professionals in making decisions that benefit public health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Macro and micro elements in sweet potatoes cultivated in Senegal and risk assessment" is clear and suitable. It tells readers and other researchers exactly what the article is about.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive as it:

1. The abstract provides a clear summary of the main advances of the study. 

2. It tells us what was analysed (macro and micronutrients in leaves, peels and flesh), how it was carried out (wet digestion, atomic absorption spectrometry) and provides useful, numerical results.

3. It reports the important findings related to mineral levels, health implications (such as good Na/K and Ca/Mg ratios) and safety around heavy metals.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, in general it is scientifically correct.

The study used accepted techniques such as wet digestion and atomic absorption spectroscopy which are standard in examining metal levels in plants.

The minerals examined (Na, K, Mg, Ca, Fe, Ni, Cu, Zn, Cd) are relevant, useful, and usually considered in safety and nutrition.

It considered appropriate health indicators with the Na/K or Ca/Mg ratios and used recognized safety indicators THQ (Target Hazard Quotient) and HI (Hazard Index) for risk assessment.

The discussion presented draws comparisons with other studies and guidelines from the World Health Organisation (WHO), which is good scientific practice.

Things to consider for improvement:

1. The paper needs to state detection limits and possible measurement error or uncertainty to indicate there's a full scientific rigor.

2. The point regarding that nickel levels were greater than other studies could have included more discussion of potential sources or implications.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent for the article. It supports the manuscript’s claims, and it also provides good context and comparison to other studies which other researchers can factcheck.


	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is clear, well-written, well-researched and adds to the body of knowledge studying food safety and nutrition science. 
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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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