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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The aim of the manuscript was to investigate the nutritional profile of leafy vegetables 
(Acalypha ciliata, Celosia trygina, Cleome gynandra, Solanum nigrum and Sesammum 
radiatum) in the diet of the Marahouet population. The intake of vegetables, especially leafy 
ones, has a significant impact on food, as it is a source of essential micronutrients for 
human health. In the Marahouet region, leafy vegetables are usually added to the diet in 
the form of salads or sauces. To date, its nutritional profile has not yet been investigated. 
This highlights the importance of this study. 
Overall, the manuscript is relevant for publication. The introduction is well written, the 
material and methods are adequate, the results and discussion appropriate, as well as the 
conclusion. However, before recommending it to publication. I suggest that some changes 
be made. 
Keywords: Avoid using keywords that are already present in the title of the manuscript. 
Figure 1. I suggest you remove the abbreviations (AC, CT, CG, SN, SR) from the scientific 
names of the plants and organize the images by letters (A, B, C, D, E). Scientific names 
may be present in the figure legend. Standardize the size and dpi of images. 
Tables 1 and 2. Why are some values highlighted in bold? What does it mean? 
Some comments and observations were made in the manuscript. 
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