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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 provides valuable baseline data on the proximate composition and amino acid profiles of commonly consumed meats and cowpea varieties in Burkina Faso. Such localized nutritional data are scarce yet essential for food composition databases, dietary planning, and nutrition policy development in West Africa. The comparative approach between animal and plant protein sources enhances its relevance for addressing protein-energy malnutrition. Overall, the study contributes useful applied knowledge for nutritionists, food scientists, and public health stakeholders
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content of the study. It clearly indicates the comparative nature of the work and specifies the food sources and geographical context.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured, covering objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions. However, clarity could be improved by briefly stating the number of samples analyzed and highlighting one or two key nutritional implications (e.g., relevance to malnutrition or dietary diversification). Minor language polishing would also enhance readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the experimental design, analytical methods (AOAC methods and HPLC Pico-Tag), and statistical analysis are appropriate and correctly applied. The results are logically presented and adequately discussed with reference to relevant literature. Some interpretations (e.g., glycoprotein inference and health implications of fat content) would benefit from cautious wording or additional citations, but they do not undermine the overall scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally appropriate and relevant to the study objectives. Most cited works support the methodology and discussion adequately. However, the inclusion of more recent international references (last 5–8 years) on amino acid profiling and nutritional evaluation of legumes and meat would strengthen the manuscript and improve its global relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but the English language requires minor to moderate revision. There are grammatical inconsistencies, repetitive sentence structures, and occasional awkward phrasing. Professional language editing is recommended to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are informative but could be improved in formatting and labeling consistency.

The discussion is detailed; however, reducing repetition and tightening comparisons would improve readability.

The conclusions are relevant but could be more concise and directly linked to public health and nutritional applications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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