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PART 1: Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides information on traditional
fermented food (TFF) researches conducted in the Republic of the Congo between 1986 and 2024 (38
years). Additionally, it provides information on the historical background of TFFs in the study area.
Furthermore, the manuscript does not only elaborate on the beginnings of TFF researches in the study
area but highlights the advances in modern research and bioactive compounds. Lastly, the manuscript
provides some useful illustrations, figures, and tables to guide the readers and scientific community.

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

Yes.

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.

Yes. The abstract of the manuscript is comprehensive.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Yes. The manuscript is scientifically correct.

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

Yes. The references are sufficient and recent. However, the author(s) were advised to follow the
Journal’s referencing format accordingly.

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

Yes.

Optional/General comments

Some minor comments were made in the manuscript. The author(s) were advised to effect the
corrections.
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