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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 author didn’t come out clearly the reason why the study was done, who is going to benefit from this study because that leverages the impact of the study to the scientific community. However, this paper will be useful for researchers in identifying the gap to fill and also for food manufacturers on how they can industrially capitalise the Ataiko seeds for spice production.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title sounds good
	

	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.


	Abstract should provide the following information;
1. The problem that made you to do this study

2. Statistics impact of the problem that demanded research

3. Objectives of the study

4. Methods used 

5. Results which often come in conjunction with the objectives

6. Conclusion, which also often comes in conjunction with the objectives

7. Lastly the recommendation


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Absolutely yes! However, the manuscript needs serious revision, especially the contextualization the introduction section, methodology and data analysis. The findings in this study must centralise the argument that other researchers previously found. Normally, studies are meant to bring a solution of but in this case, it is not coming out clear. Kindly revise the manuscript
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	he references are broad, latest and suitable for this kind of study
	

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


	English is quite well, but they have to run a grammar check and proofread the manuscript. They should use simple words and avoid too much jargon. Remove all unnecessary spaces between words.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The abstract, introduction section, methodology and conclusion section need revision as illustrated in my comments (manuscript) 
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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)
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