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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 importance of this manuscript for the scientific community lies in the production of original data on the mineral profile of previously poorly documented local yam varieties. This study helps to fill the nutritional information gap on orphan crops by highlighting the influence of genotype and environment on mineral composition. The results provide a valuable scientific basis for varietal selection, food security policies, and strategies to combat malnutrition and hidden hunger in West Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content and objectives of the study. I simply suggest adding the names of the varieties studied. My proposed title is therefore: “Mineral profile of two popular yam varieties (“Larbako” and “Fusheini Billa”) from three locations in the Northern Region of Ghana.”
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly presents the background, objectives, methodology, main findings, and conclusion. No major deletions are necessary. Further clarification regarding the nutritional relevance to public health could enhance the summary's impact. Also, In’’FUsheini-Billa’’handwriting, you used a capital "U" and added a hyphen to Billa, which is not the case in the rest of the text. Please standardize the handwriting throughout the document.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly described, the statistical analyses are appropriate, and the results are consistent with the study's objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The cited references are generally sufficient, relevant, and relatively recent, adequately covering the nutritional, agronomic, and environmental aspects of yam. However, the Materials and Methods section would benefit from the addition of standard methodological references or previous work describing the analytical techniques used (atomic absorption spectrometry, flame photometry, and titration) to reinforce the scientific rigor and traceability of the methods employed. Furthermore, some references cited in the text are not included in the bibliography, notably: WHO (2014), USDA (2015), Opara (2003), Gupta & Chaturvedi (2020), Olajumoke et al. (2014), and Mergedus et al. (2015). It is also recommended that references older than ten years be replaced with more recent work whenever possible. Finally, the References section needs to be harmonized in its presentation, as essential bibliographic information (full names of journals, volumes, issues and pages) is missing or incomplete.
	

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

	The overall linguistic quality is satisfactory for scientific communication. However, a few minor corrections to style, punctuation, and terminological consistency could improve the text's flow.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well-structured and makes a relevant contribution to the scientific literature on African food crops. The tables and figures effectively support the interpretation of the results.
The manuscript is scientifically sound and relevant. The expected improvements mainly concern the language style and a few minor clarifications
	















	PART  2: 


	
	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)


	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer




	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5
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