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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable baseline data on the microbiological, nutritional, and amino acid composition of Spondias purpurea (Red mombin), a fruit with potential dietary and economic significance in tropical regions. By identifying the specific bacteria and fungi associated with its spoilage and quantifying their loads under different storage conditions, the study offers practical insights into post-harvest handling and shelf-life extension strategies. The detailed proximate, mineral, and amino acid profiles contribute to the nutritional database for underutilized fruits, supporting their promotion in nutrition programs, especially in low-income communities. Furthermore, the findings may guide future research on food safety, preservation techniques, and the development of value-added products from Spondias purpurea.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Microbiological Profile of Bacteria and Shelf Life Estimation of Spondias purpurea (Red Mombine)” —is partially suitable but has two issues:

It is slightly misleading because the study also covers fungal profiles, not just bacteria.

It doesn’t highlight the nutritional analysis, which is a major part of the work (proximate composition, minerals, amino acids).


	

	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 detailed but overly long, with excessive methodological descriptions and repeated numerical data.
It should clearly state the objective early, summarize methods briefly, present only key results (without overloading numbers), and end with a concise conclusion highlighting the study’s significance.
Removing redundancies and simplifying sentences will make it more comprehensive and reader-friendly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its experimental approach, data presentation, and interpretation.
The microbiological identifications, proximate composition analysis, mineral profiling, and amino acid determinations follow standard, validated methods.
The results are logically discussed in relation to previous studies, and the conclusions drawn are consistent with the presented data.
However, the manuscript would benefit from minor corrections in clarity, removal of repetitive information, and slight reorganization for better readability.
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