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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.


	The manuscript covers an interesting and valuable topic: the germination behavior and biochemical changes in Solanum anguivi Lam., a traditional but underused species in West Africa. This work provides useful information that could help promote its cultivation and use. The study is relevant both regionally and nutritionally. However, it would be helpful if the authors made it clearer why these findings are important for the larger scientific or agricultural community. For example, they could explain how the findings might help improve seed propagation, stress tolerance, or food value.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative. It reflects both the germination and biochemical aspects of the study. It represents the work well. One small suggestion is to rephrase for conciseness and smoother readability. For example: “Seed Germination and Biochemical Changes During Fruit Ripening of Solanum anguivi Lam. in Southern Côte d’Ivoire.” This would make the title sound more scientific and consistent with international journal style.

Copy


	

	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 gives a solid overview of the goals, methods, results, and conclusion. It effectively summarizes the key findings, especially about germination rates and biochemical changes. However, it can be improved by: • Including more specific details (for example, “seeds from red fruits had the highest germination rate of 95.6%”). • Briefly listing the main biochemical parameters studied (proteins, phenolics, proline, sugars). • Reducing the repeated mentions of “fresh and dried fruits.” • Adding a short line on the broader implications of the results (for instance, “These findings support the potential domestication of S. anguivi as a nutrient-rich crop in tropical regions.”)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific method makes sense and is suitable. The experimental design comparing seed condition and maturity stages is well-considered, and the authors have employed established techniques for estimating protein, sugar, and phenolic.

Before release, a few things should be fixed, though:

• Figures should have error bars or standard deviations and be labeled more clearly.

• Some replication details, such as the number of biological replicates utilized for biochemical experiments, are missing.

• The methodology part may be condensed for clarity and is excessively detailed.

• More links between the germination physiology and the biochemical data may be made in the discussion. For instance, what precise effects do the noted biochemical alterations have on seed vigor?

The experiments appear to be legitimate overall, although the interpretation and presentation may be improved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The citations are accurate and pertinent. Although the most of them are rather ancient, they contain several significant classic masterpieces. Adding additional recent research (from 2018–2024) on fruit ripening physiology, biochemical profiling, or Solanum seed germination will improve the publication.

A few updated references might demonstrate that the study expands upon existing knowledge rather than only previous research.
	

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


	Although the manuscript is generally comprehensible, it requires modification to adhere to scientific English norms. Some French words, such as "grains non séchés" and "Fruits frais," are not translated, and there are a few minor grammatical and stylistic errors.

Frequently, sentences are lengthy and repetitious. The text would flow much more naturally with a professional English edit. Although the scientific information is sound, it will be easier to convey with cleaner wording.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study on a native vegetable species is insightful and fascinating, and it merits greater attention. It offers biochemical and practical insights on the germination and ripening of S. anguivi seeds.However, the following will help the work before it is published: • Format correction and language refining.Including current references.• Adding statistical information and making figures clearer.• Increasing the intensity of the conversation to highlight the significance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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