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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 addresses an important topic linking agriculture, nutrition, and rural livelihoods in a food-insecure context. By combining household survey data with laboratory-based nutrient analysis, the study provides empirical evidence on the nutritional contribution of avocado consumption in rural Burundi. The focus on protein, iron, and zinc is particularly relevant given the high prevalence of micronutrient deficiencies in Sub-Saharan Africa. Furthermore, the documentation of a local avocado variety with comparatively high nutrient content adds value for future research on indigenous germplasm and food-based nutrition strategies. The study contributes meaningfully to discussions on nutrition-sensitive agriculture and food security interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and clearly reflects the scope and geographical focus of the study. However, it could be improved for clarity and grammatical accuracy.

Suggested revised title: “Contribution of Avocado (Persea americana) to the Nutrition of Rural Households in Burundi: The Case of Tangara Commune in Butanyerera Province


	

	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 informative and structured. However, the following improvements are recommended:

· Clarify the sample size (the number of households surveyed is missing in the abstract).

· Briefly state the statistical approach used to determine significance.

· Avoid overgeneralization (e.g., “good sources of protein” should be contextualized with dietary reference values).

· Correct minor grammatical errors (e.g., “whithin in,” “good sources,” “moderate sources”).

The conclusion sentence in the abstract could be strengthened by briefly mentioning policy or practical implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall and uses recognized analytical methods (AOAC procedures, Kjeldahl method, Atomic Absorption Spectrometry). The integration of field survey data with laboratory nutrient analysis is a strong methodological aspect.

However, some scientific clarifications are required:

· The claim that consuming 1 kg of avocado pulp would meet or exceed daily protein requirements should be contextualized, as 1 kg daily consumption may not be realistic.

· Units should be standardized (e.g., mg/kg formatting).

· Some statistical results (e.g., exact p-values, test type used) should be clearly presented.

· The interpretation of micronutrient contribution should consider bioavailability issues.

· These issues require major revision, but they are correctable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Some references are relatively old (e.g., 1954, 1977, 1997).

· Additional recent peer-reviewed literature on avocado micronutrient composition would enhance robustness.

· Overall, references are adequate but could be updated with 3–5 more recent sources (2020–2024).


	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial English editing before publication. Common issues include:

· Grammatical inconsistencies

· Repetition of phrases

· Typographical errors

· Sentence structure problems

· Inconsistent capitalization (e.g., “resultATs”)

Professional language editing is strongly recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	 Tables and figures should be formatted according to journal style.

 Sample size calculation formula appears incomplete in the manuscript.

 Some repetition in demographic statistics should be corrected.

 The manuscript would clear subsection structuring in the Results and Discussion section.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical concerns are apparent.
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