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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the nutritional and biochemical variations of “Datou,” a traditional fermented condiment made from Hibiscus sabdariffa seeds. It highlights how different manufacturing processes influence its physicochemical, mineral, amino acid, and fatty acid profiles, which has direct implications for food quality, safety, and functional food applications. The work also helps preserve traditional knowledge while supporting the scientific basis for promoting indigenous African condiments.
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	The current title, “Impact of manufacturing methods on the biochemical, physicochemical and mineral composition of ‘Datou’, a fermented condiment made from Hibiscus sabdariffa var. sabdariffa”, is informative but a bit long…Make the title like this “Influence of Processing Methods on the Nutritional and Biochemical Composition of ‘Datou’, a Fermented Hibiscus sabdariffa Condiment”
This is more concise but still reflects the study’s focus
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	Yes the he abstract is clear and covers aims, methodology, results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is well described, the statistical analysis is appropriate, and the results are well supported by data. However, some sections (especially results and discussion) are quite detailed and could benefit from clearer summarization or highlighting of key findings to improve readability.
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	The references are adequate and include many recent studies (2020–2024), which strengthens the manuscript. However, a few additional references on fermentation’s role in improving nutrient bioavailability and functional food development could further enrich the discussion. For instance, recent reviews on African fermented foods and their commercialization strategies could be cited
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	The English is generally good and understandable, but there are some grammatical errors, long sentences, and stylistic issues. Minor editing for clarity, conciseness, and grammar is recommended to meet the standards of scholarly communication.
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