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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.


	The manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides valuable information for establishing a database on chili peppers in Côte d’Ivoire and enhancing the available floristic wealth. Specifically, the research addresses the significant issue of post-harvest losses of chili pepper in the region, which are estimated to be between 30 and 40%, by offering a practical transformation method. By evaluating the physicochemical and sensory properties of purees produced from local Capsicum sp., the study demonstrates the possibility of reducing these losses through transformation into a product that retains favorable characteristics
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes

	

	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 of the article is mostly comprehensive, as it covers the Aims, Study Design, Methodology, key Results, and Conclusion. However, it has significant weaknesses regarding species inconsistency and lack of specific quantitative details that compromise its clarity and accuracy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents several scientifically correct observations and methodology, particularly regarding the execution of standard chemical and sensory tests and the discussion of certain physicochemical results in the context of food technology. However, the manuscript contains significant scientific inconsistencies and methodological reporting errors related to the identification and comparison of the Capsicum species used for quantitative analysis, which compromises the clarity and reliability of the reported findings
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Inconsistency and ambiguity regarding species studied
The study design states 2 varieties of Capsicum, which 2 of these (C.annum, C.frutescens, and C. chinense)? The authors must clarify which two species/varieties were selected from the market for processing and subsequent analysis (physico-chemical and sensory). If C. frutescens was screened (Table 1), the authors should explain why it was excluded from the puree production and quantitative analyses (Table 2) and sensory tests (P1 and P2). If C.frutescens was intended to be C.chinense, this needs explicit correction.
2. Lack of detail in methodology
Better to describe the origin, brand (if commercial), processing method of P3 control puree in sensory analysis.

3. Interpretation of pungency rank
In section 3.3.1 P1 was perceived as the most pungent (as confirmed by the Conclusion), the discussion states this low rank "suggesting a marked sensory preference". This interpretation conflates pungency (intensity) with preference (liking). The authors must revise the interpretation of Section 3.3.1 to state clearly that P1 was the most pungent (based on the defined scale) and reserve discussions of preference for Section 3.3.2, which utilizes the separate consumer preference test
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