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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 crucial baseline data on the nutritional quality and safety of Kilishi, a popular West African meat product.
This work establishes a critical reference point for future research, regulatory monitoring, and risk assessment related to indigenous food products in Nigeria and similar developing contexts.
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	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.


	Need to be added that geographic Focus and Gap, The Key Statistical Result and the Main Safety Finding
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Significant Data Inconsistency: The manuscript contains a serious internal data error. The results section and Table 1 report one set of fat content values (16.78-18.40%), while the discussion section reports completely different, wider ranges (15.75-19.47%) without explanation. This inconsistency makes the data unreliable and the subsequent discussion invalid.

2. Claims Without references: The discussion makes claims that are not fully supported by the data, such as stating the ash content indicates an "excellent" mineral source without performing a full mineral analysis. It also extensively speculates on reasons for variation (e.g., animal sex, feeding habits) without any data from the study to investigate these factors.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The core scientific meaning is generally understandable, the writing requires significant polishing to meet the standards of an international academic journal.
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