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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.


	The study fills a knowledge gap in ethnonutrional, toxicology, and food safety by assessing the safety and possible toxicity of traditional postpartum soups in Nigeria with an emphasis on carcinogens and anti-nutritional factors.
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Not informative :where is the number of patients or even groups enrolled
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It was not well structured, needs clearer rationale for investigating carcinogenic compounds—what evidence or hypothesis prompted this? Missing a concise statement of the objectives 
	

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

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


	Not good English quality and defective grammar 
	

	Optional/General comments


	It requires considerable linguistic and structural work, discussion simplification, and a more precise understanding of toxicological risk. Methodology needs major structural reviewing 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

I didn’t see the number of the ethical approval 

	


Reviewer details:

Rania Mohamed Abdou, Egypt
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

