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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 highlights the nutrient content estimated before and after fermentation, which gives a better idea on macro and micronutrients. It also gave a clear presentation of mineral profile and appropriate reasons for a reduction or increase in them with fermentation process. Also about antioxidant assays and ant-nutritional factors which could help in conducting further RCTs for strengthening and providing better results for general and therapeutic uses.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It looks a little different to me, probably it can be titled this way if it is possible to do so
“Estimation of Nutrient Content of Unfermented and Fermented Cassava Seeds (Manihot esculenta)”
	

	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.


	“Fermentation leads to enzymatic hydrolysis of protein-bound complexes, making proteins more soluble and extractable. This might improve detection and quantification during analysis, reflecting as an increase in protein content.”
This can be removed, and you can add a few numerical values for each nutrient found to have a significance instead, making it look more scientific with primary data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Under tables, there are reasons provided as part of discussion for the results observed. It would be better if scientific relevance were given for the reasons cited for the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is good if the references are provided at least one per paragraph. Otherwise it looks like an essay without much scientific evidences.
	

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


	Yes this is well maintained.
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