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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.


	This article exploits the various products produced from mango fruits in BurkinaFaso. Where the samples randomly collected across 12 twelve district was analysed in the laboratory, this is ensure that the product in the grocery meet up with the nutritional and microbial requirements, hence the safety indices. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article s suitable for scientific communication, except for the ambiguity in font size, style, and spacing, which the author should kindly maintain one format throughout the work.
	

	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 captures all the relevant area of the research, although unit and value (20.52mg/100g; 1%, 3%) should be separated 3 %
Paraphrase the conclusion of the abstract dipcted (This knowledge of nutritional and microbiological characteristics could contribute to better support for actors in the mango sector for the successful implementation of quality measures in their structures)

Write out all the result of microbial in a standard form e.g 8.2 101 = 8.2x101 cfu/g. take note: 1.6 102, 9.1 101 etc
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The statistical Analysis need to be reviewed, is not consistent, mean separation were written randomly without meaning. The manuscript may require a significant correction to meet up with the publication standard, e.g. inconsistent in superscripts, result presentation, no spacing and lacks cohesioin.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the reference are insufficient and most too old, follow a current threads in research please. 
	

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


	The language is simple and suitable for scholarly communication 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The results are not properly presented, the table analysis is not in consistent with the findings, the discussion does not show the implication of high microbial load compared with that of other findings. 
The author need to review specifically the results and discussion, 

Rewrite the conclusion of this article
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues in this article
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