Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Biotechnology Journal International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BJI_144330

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Antioxidant Potential of Four Wild Edible Fruits from Ivorian Flora: Adansonia digitata L., Parkia biglobosa (Jacq. Benth.), Tamarindus indica L. and Aframomum melegueta (K. Schum.)

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 importance of the presented study depends on defining the objectives, presenting the data correctly, and correcting all errors by including the figures, tables, and references used in this manuscript, as well as using statistics and statistical methods that explain the study correctly. If all matters are addressed in this manuscript, I believe that the study is somewhat important.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it's appropriate as a 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.


	· The abstract is too long and contains too many details (e.g., precise polyphenol concentrations). It should be more concise and highlight the most important findings.

· The methods in the abstract are overly descriptive. The results are presented with excessive numerical data that is distracting.
· Replace keywords with: "functional foods", "bioactive compounds", "traditional medicine").


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The introduction appears to be a focused literature review. Too many details about the nutritional composition are noted without directly linking them to the rationale of the study.
· It should more clearly explain what is unknown about this fruit in Côte d'Ivoire and the importance of this study.
· The study's purpose is stated at the end, but its formulation is unclear and needs more clarity and brevity
· There is no explanation for the choice of solvents (citric acid, ethanol). 
· Information about the replicates of plant material collection is missing (e.g., were samples collected from multiple trees/markets?).
· The tables are dense and difficult to interpret, with many "+", "++", and "+++" symbols without a clear discussion of variance. Figures are limited (only one graph). More visual summaries (bar charts, correlation plots) would be preferable.
· 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Many of the references are up-to-date, but some important international studies on antioxidants and functional foods are missing    The formatting is inconsistent (punctuation, journal abbreviations, use of capital letters).
	

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


	I think the language used in the study is not bad.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript, in general, provided valuable empirical data. However, its main weaknesses were excessive description of sections, weak articulation of new information, and limited discussion of limitations.
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