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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 provides valuable data on the comparative proximate and mineral composition of four cucurbit seeds cultivated in Ondo State, Nigeria. Such information is important for nutrition science, food security, and the development of plant-based dietary alternatives. It also has relevance in designing functional foods and feed formulations in resource-limited regions. Although similar studies exist, the regional focus and comparative analysis make it useful to both local researchers and the broader scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and reflects the content. You may consider shortening it slightly for clarity, e.g.:
"Comparative Study of Nutrient Composition of Selected Cucurbit Seeds from Ondo State, Nigeria."
	

	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 fairly comprehensive and outlines the aim, methods, and results. However:
It is somewhat too detailed with many numerical results, which could be moved to the Results section.
The conclusion could be more concise, emphasizing nutritional implications and potential applications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology (AOAC standard procedures, sample collection, mineral determination methods) is scientifically sound. Results are well presented with appropriate tables. However:
Some parts of the discussion are repetitive and contain typographical errors (e.g., “80%” for fiber in White melon seems incorrect).
Citations in some places need cross-checking for accuracy and consistency.
Statistical analysis could be described in more detail (e.g., exact tests used, number of replicates).

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but could be updated with more recent studies (past 5 years). Some references (e.g., Fokou et al., 2024) appear to be typographical errors (likely 2004). Ensure consistency in formatting.
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable?
Generally understandable, but some sentences are long and could be revised for clarity. Minor grammatical issues exist (e.g., “save” should be “safe”). Editing for conciseness would improve readability.
	

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


	Generally understandable, but some sentences are long and could be revised for clarity. Minor grammatical issues exist (e.g., “save” should be “safe”). Editing for conciseness would improve readability.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables are clear, but statistical tests should be indicated in the footnotes.
The discussion sometimes mixes results with background; separating them would improve flow.
The novelty is modest but acceptable since the focus is on comparative analysis of underutilized local cucurbits.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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