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	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.
	The motivation for this study is well-founded. The multifunctionality of yam varieties at local, national and international levels is well highlighted. The interest of researchers is stimulated by the importance and consumption of this crop at international level. The need for the studies in this manuscript is emphasized by the classification of the crop in the group of “orphan crops” and its role in food security.
The objectives of the manuscript were met. The mineral profile proves that this crop can contribute to nutritional and caloric balance and to combating hunger.
The study methodology and experimental design are detailed and can be easily reproduced. The statistical method used lends itself to the analyses performed and demonstrates the correlation between the nutritional profile of the variety and the area of cultivation. Also, this study demonstrates the value of varieties, rightly called "functional foods" with an impact on the health of the population. I believe that the significance of the indicators in the tables
should be mentioned in a legend, under the tables
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title reflects the content of the manuscript very well.
	

	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 summary is concise and clear. It is a synthesis of the work carried out and the results obtained to achieve the objectives well outlined from the beginning.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is a scientific information base that complements the data known to date on the crops studied and the cultivation areas necessary for the expansion of future crops.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliographical references are recent and sufficient.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language of the manuscript is easy to understand.
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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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Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	It is not specified if there are conflicts of interest. I believe it should be mentioned if there are no conflicts of interest.
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