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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.
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	Analysis of the fatty acid compositions of oil from common seed spices

Reviewer: 
Comments to the Author
Such a nice work...

Several issues are unclear to me. This is due to a lack of reading related and recent and relevant literature by the author. I suggest only focusing on your results but also on published studies. I suggest a revision now.
1. Are the objectives and the rationale of the study clearly stated?
2. Research gap and significance of the study.

3.  The manuscript contains several typographical as well as grammatical errors. Authors are suggested to get the manuscript proofread by a native English speaker.

4. In introduction, more investigation is needed for the technical development Use the following papers for support: https://doi.org/10.1080/15567036.2017.1336826; https://doi.org/10.1080/15567036.2017.1384870; https://doi.org/10.1080/14786419.2023.2261142; https://doi.org/10.1080/14786419.2025.2473567; https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-3931-0_11
5. Statistical analysis is mentioned (p<0.05), but no details are provided regarding the statistical tests applied. This must be clarified.
6. Comparisons with other studies should be more comprehensive, highlighting similarities and differences in fatty acid profiles across geographical origins or extraction methods
7. Several fatty acid names are misspelled (e.g., “Ecospeutaenoic acid” should be Eicosapentaenoic acid, “Diocosahexaenoic acid” should be Docosahexaenoic acid). Such errors undermine scientific accuracy.

8. Revise the conclusions section after the issues above have been thoroughly and satisfactorily addressed.
9. Authors should take the revision of their manuscript seriously and provide point-by-point responses that explain how and where in the manuscript the corrections have been effected.
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