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Manuscript ID: Ms_JABB_147030

Title: Sanitary quality of lettuce (Lactuva sativa L.) and mint (Mentha spicata L.) grown in the Dogon market in Burkina Faso

This research addresses a public health issue. It focuses on the contamination of edible plants with heavy metals. Emphasis is placed on wastewater irrigation in Burkina Faso. The topic is appropriate for the journal description. It contributes to the understanding of the risks of urban agriculture. The article is well structured. The authors used relevant bibliography and methodology. Some parts require clarification. This involves stylistic adjustments and reinterpretation of the results to meet publication standards.

Similar studies have been conducted in West Africa (after searching the Internet). The novelty, on the other hand, lies in the new geographical focus (Dogon location) and the comparison of two plant species with different physiological properties.

Moderate originality; high regional relevance.

The methodology is based on accepted analytical techniques (AOAC, AAS, PCA methods).

The description of sampling sites, procedures and statistical analysis is detailed and reproducible.

It would be useful to:

Explain how contamination controls were managed (eg blanks, soil samples).

Determine the limits of detection (LOD/LOQ) for each heavy metal measured.

Explain whether repeated analyzes were carried out and how the reliability of the data was ensured.

Evaluation: Methodologically correct, with minor necessary clarifications.

The results are supported by tables and statistical data. The discussion effectively links findings to relevant literature.

Some sentences overinterpret the PCA correlations; this should be reworded.

The discussion could better highlight the implications for food safety policy and risk management.

Some numerical results in the discussion (eg iron values) are unnecessarily repeated and should be summarized more succinctly.

Scientifically valid results; discussion requires focus and synthesis.

The handwriting is understandable, but contains minor grammatical and typographical errors. Improving English style will improve clarity. The abstract should be rewritten to make it more concise and results-oriented.

English language acceptable; moderate revision is recommended for clarity.

Based on the above assessment:

Minor to moderate revision

The manuscript is technically sound and suitable for publication after peer review. Authors should: clarify the analytical limits of detection and replication details; revise the abstract for brevity and clarity; further analyze health implications and recommendations for farmers and policy; and conduct a light revision of grammar and style.

Once these reviews are completed, the article will contribute significantly to environmental and food security research in sub-Saharan Africa.
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