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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 manuscript is of great importance to the scientific community, as it confirms the presence of trypsin and chymotrypsin inhibitor in the legume (Vigna pilosa) as previously reported, through its isolation (extraction) to study and characterize it for potential beneficial health properties such as anticarcinogenic, anti-inflammatory activity, anti-ulcer activity and regulation of blood coagulation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It is catchy, straight to the point and concise.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive as proper understanding of the study can be gotten from the simplied breakdown in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct as it gives insight into the extraction of trypsin and chymotrypsin inhibitor from Vigna pilosa and characterizes it using different quatities such as partial purification of inhibitor, molecular weight determination and stoichiometry.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are not sufficient in this literature. I also observed some error:
●Remove "Francisco, 2004" from the intext citation in the body of the manuscript, as it does not appear in the references at the end of this manuscript.
●Remove any reference at the end of the manuscript, that was not cited in the body of the manuscript such as Christeller et al., 2005.
●The topic of your reference should not be underlined.
●The author was observed to have made use of different types of reference style.The author is advised to stick to a precise reference style.
	

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


	Yes, the Language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.But some adjustment need to be made:
●Under the subheading "molecular weight determination", adjust this sentence by removing "in well" to this: It also showed that out of total loaded protein, 52% retained in upper band while 48% in lower band".
●The full meaning of words should be written before it's abbreviation in parenthesis such as CBB it was written without it's full meaning.

●Under the subheading "Protein Extraction and partial purification", why is this in decimal (2.1000 mL)?

Find in 0.1M Phosphate buffer (2.1000 mL).

Remove the dot after 10,000 before "g".
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, there are no ethical issues in the manuscript.
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