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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 holds a very insightful information about the quality and safety of Annatto in the local market of Burkina Faso.  It highlights its nutritional benefits and also the potential health risks can happen due to improper handling. This research can support future research in different area like new product development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	As there is not much physical attributes are evaluated therefore the physical parameters in title is not proper. 
Suggested title can be 1. Quality evaluation of Annatto (Bixa Orellana) spices marketed 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 scientific name of Annatto is bixa Orellana. Therefore, it is better to use the name Annatto throught and in bracket the scientific name. Please avoid using abbreviation in abstract (eg. DM). 
The abstract is informative but too long; it can be shortened by ~25% while keeping the main quantitative findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Please use numberings for different sections and subsections. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Language quality can be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The introduction should be integrated more tightly with the study objective.
· Ensure regarding the sample that is it annatto spice powder or annatto-based spices (Fig 1).

Materials and methods

· Change the biological material to raw material

· Avoid repetition in phrases like “Sampling and coding of samples – Sampling.” You can merge or simplify these headings.
· Replace “some were contacted by telephone” with “some respondents were interviewed by telephone” for clarity.
· Use past tense though out the paper.
· Use consistent capitalization for market names and sample descriptions
· Please mention how the markets were selected, quantity of each sample collected and their storage condition.
· Ensure consistency in date formatting (e.g., use either DD/MM/YYYY or Month DD, YYYY throughout).
· Ensure the consistency of citing the reference style in the text (reference in determining the beta carotene and lycopene content)
· The microbiological methods are clearly presented, but subheadings could be formatted consistently 
· Ensure the organisms names are in italics. 
Results and Discussion:

· The result and discussion section should be more focused on data interpretation, analysis results. But currently looks like a literature review in the first part. This can be removed or added in the introduction part.
· Maintain formal language. (Avoid terms like “the plant is very hard and sometimes sticks to the machine's grinding wheels.” In place of that it can be written as: “The hardness of annatto seeds caused mechanical difficulties during grinding.”
· Use proper terms (Eg. Ash content (%) on DM basis instead of  Ash/DM)
· While writing the foot note, include the data analysed (Mean ±SE), sample no (n=?), significance level (p</>0.05) and about the superscripts. Avoid writing “NB”
· Use either moisture content or water content. Better word is moisture content.
· Write foot note in every table
· A brief introduction can be given about microbiological characterization instead of writing same two line.
· In table 4 the result of salmonella can be replaced as absent instead of absence.
Conclusion can be more precise and informative.

Add the other points as suggested in author guidelines like acknowledgement, competing interest, authors contribution etc.

Please check the reference writing style as per the journal gudelines.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
	


Reviewer details:

Soma Maji, JAIN (Deemed to be University), India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

