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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.


	From my understanding of this report, the author is interested in reporting the safety of ‘ugba’ a fermented product of Pentaclethra macrophylla. This report will create awareness among the native consumers of the product, which could eventually turn out to be a public health issue. I seethe research as an effort in the right direction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, though I will suggest
BACTERIOLOGICAL Safety OF LOCALLY PRODUCED ‘UGBA’ a fermented product of PENTACLETHRA MACROPHYLLA SOLD IN ABAKALIKI METROPOLIS, EBONYI STATE.
	

	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; I have also added comment to the manuscript. 
PM1 and PM2 were not defined
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I have some reservation based on the sample size, ‘3’ samples might be too small to reach a conclusion. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	Good English with some little error
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research is so nice, and I commend the author for the initiative, however the number of samples seems too small. 

The abstract reported 3 samples, the writeup reported only 2, PM1 and PM2.
There was no report of other bacteria present, quantifying all bacteria present would have given a clearer picture.
You can include the picture of the fermented product.

I notice in the result that Dilution 10-3 was plated, why not 10-7 or 10-8
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