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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 evaluates the physicochemical properties and fatty acid profiles of selected indigenous plant oils, contributing valuable baseline data for nutritional science, food chemistry, and potential clinical relevance. Indigenous plant oils remain underexplored despite their increasing use in nutraceutical, dietary, and pharmaceutical applications. Comparative profiling of fatty acid composition is important for assessing health implications, oxidative stability, and industrial suitability. If methodologically clarified and statistically strengthened, this study could provide useful regional data supporting evidence-based utilization of local plant oil resources.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the content of the manuscript; however, there is a spelling error:

“PHYSICOCHMICAL” should be corrected to “Physicochemical.”

Additionally, the title may be improved for clarity and scientific precision:

Suggested Alternative Title:

“Comparative Evaluation of Physicochemical Properties and Fatty Acid Composition of Selected Indigenous Plant Oils”

This version improves readability and technical phrasing.
	

	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 presents the objective, general methodology, and major findings. However, several improvements are recommended:

Clearly state the number and names of plant oil samples analyzed.

Mention the analytical techniques used (e.g., GC-FID/GC-MS if applicable).

Include statistical methods used for comparison.

Quantitative results should be presented more clearly with key numerical highlights.

The conclusion should be more specific rather than general.

The abstract is informative but requires structural tightening and greater methodological transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study appears scientifically grounded in standard physicochemical oil analysis parameters (e.g., acid value, peroxide value, iodine value, saponification value, fatty acid profiling). However, several methodological clarifications are necessary:

· Experimental design and replication details must be clearly stated.

· Statistical analysis methods (ANOVA, post-hoc tests, software used) should be explicitly described.

· Units must be consistently reported.

· Detection limits and calibration procedures for fatty acid analysis should be specified.

· Results should be better interpreted in relation to nutritional or clinical implications.

The work is technically sound in principle but requires improved methodological transparency and data interpretation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes relevant references; however:

The proportion of references from the last 5–7 years appears limited.

More recent literature (2020–2024) on plant oil fatty acid profiling, oxidative stability, and health-related lipid research should be incorporated.

Reference formatting requires consistency checking.

Overall, references are adequate but should be updated and expanded with more recent studies.
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate to major English language editing. Observed issues include:

Typographical errors (including in the title).

Grammatical inconsistencies.

Awkward sentence constructions.

Repetition in discussion sections.

Professional language editing is recommended prior to publication consideration.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables should include statistical significance indicators (e.g., superscripts).

· Graphical representation (e.g., fatty acid distribution charts) would strengthen clarity.

· Discussion should compare findings more critically with published studies.

· Limitations of the study should be explicitly stated.

· A clearer conclusion summarizing practical implications would improve impact.
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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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