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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 for disseminating ideas within the scientific community; however, it lacks essential foundational elements such as clearly defined research questions, hypotheses, and objectives. Addressing these aspects is necessary to facilitate meaningful inquiry and to contribute effectively to solutions on a global scale.
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	The suggested …. Comprehensive Evaluation of the Physicochemical, Microbiological, and Quality Characteristics of Bixa orellana (Annatto) Spices Sold in Burkina Faso
	

	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 comprehensive; however, it lacks clear formulation of research questions and a description of the methodological steps undertaken to address these questions. Additionally, the hypothesis and objectives are not explicitly defined, which are essential for guiding the research and providing solutions to global issues.
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	The references cited are comprehensive and current, providing a robust foundation for the research. However, to convincingly demonstrate the authors' methodology and findings, a more detailed elaboration of the experimental procedures, data analysis techniques, and key results is necessary. This will enhance the manuscript's credibility by clearly establishing how the authors' work advances existing knowledge in the field.
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From a scientific perspective, there are no identified ethical issues associated with this manuscript.
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