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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 mauscript provides a rigorous evaluation of indigenous strains of Lactiplantibacillus plantarum and Bacillus subtilis, demonstrating their efficiency as starter cultures in the production of fermented foods such as yoghurt and African yam bean seasoning.
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(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Safety and Functional Evaluation of Indigenous Lactiplantibacillus plantarum and Bacillus subtilis Strains for Food Fermentation
	

	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.


	1. Please include specific identity percentages from BLAST results
2.  Mention that sensory comparison was conducted against market products using standard attributes

3. Add a sentence noting that phylogenetic trees were constructed to confirm taxonomic placement
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	Yes
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, but there are a lot of grammatical mistakes present in the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. while sensory comparisons are mentioned, the manuscript would benefit from inclusion of quantitative sensory scores or statistical analysis to support claims of product quality.
2. The manuscript could clarify whether PCR amplicons for virulence genes were sequenced or only visualized via gel electrophoresis.

3. Please mention more detail on replication and statistical treatment

4. Lacks comparative analysis with commercial starter cultures.

5. Discussion on vancomycin resistance could be expanded with recent global surveillance data.
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