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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 is of scientific importance this is because vitamins and minerals are pivotal to the maintenance of a steady homeostasis and biological stability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is ok, it is simple and precise
	

	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 is comprehensive and summarizes the entire work in a precise way.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are too old to be used in recent research; the author should review recent literature and find current references that will suit in of not more than five six years.
	

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


	The language is ok but there few modifications. The author should check his/her punctuations and phrases closely. Scientific words must also be employed in some sentences. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In presentation of results table 1 and 2, the author did not tell us how the results are presented, so the table appears unclear without key.
The author did not discuss the results but rather was still reviewing literature, results should be compared with previous findings.

The author should harmonize his/her intext citation i.e. “et al” some are written in italics while some are not.
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