Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Biochemistry Research & Review

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJBCRR_153092

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Proximate analysis and quantitative phytochemical analysis of ethanol seed extract of Dennettia tripetala

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript contributes valuable data to the growing body of literature on underutilized indigenous plant resources, particularly Dennettia tripetala, which is widely consumed in West Africa but remains insufficiently characterized scientifically. By providing quantitative proximate and phytochemical profiles specifically for the seed, the study fills an identifiable gap in existing research that has largely focused on the whole fruit or pulp. The findings have implications for nutrition science, ethnopharmacology, and functional food development, especially in low- and middle-income settings where plant-based nutraceuticals are increasingly relevant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and accurate, but it can be improved for clarity, consistency, and scholarly polish.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well-structured (Aims, Methodology, Results, Conclusion). However, author may apply the following suggestions:
· Clarify whether proximate analysis was conducted on seed powder or extract (currently ambiguous).

·  Add one short line highlighting nutritional or medicinal relevance.
· Also note that:
“Dennettia tripetela” should be Dennettia tripetala
“reveals” should be “reveal”
· Consider adding: “These findings support the potential use of Dennettia tripetala seeds as a nutritionally valuable and pharmacologically relevant plant resource.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and the methodologies employed are appropriate and well-referenced. This is seen in the:
· Use of standard AOAC methods for proximate analysis.

· Quantitative phytochemical assays are based on established protocols.

· Results are internally consistent and logically discussed.
However, author should address the following issues:
· Inconsistency in moisture content - Abstract/Table reports 5.4%, while discussion mentions 10.4%.

· Also:

“Steriod” should be Steroid
“pyhtochemicals” should be phytochemicals
Clarify whether phytochemical concentrations are reported per g of extract or per g of dry seed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are commendable, as they are sufficient in number and largely recent, with many sources from 2020–2025. This is portrayed in the:
· Strong citation support in Introduction and Discussion.

· Good mix of nutrition, phytochemistry, and pharmacological literature.

However, in terms of improvement on this, author may:
· Add one or two comparative studies on seed-based proximate analysis from other tropical plants.

· Include at least one review article on functional foods or nutraceutical seeds to broaden context.
·  Should ensure consistency in reference formatting (some journal titles and punctuation vary).
	

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


	· The language is generally understandable and appropriate for scholarly communication, but it requires moderate grammatical and stylistic editing.

· Subject–verb agreement errors (e.g., “plants has been used” → plants have been used).

· Repetition of phrases such as “has been known to”.

· Occasional informal phrasing not typical of scientific writing.
A professional language edit or careful proofreading will significantly improve clarity and readability is suggested.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conceived and relevant study that addresses an important knowledge gap concerning Dennettia tripetala seeds. The experimental design is appropriate, and the discussion effectively links findings to nutritional and pharmacological relevance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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