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PART1:ReviewComments 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart 
inthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance 
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity.Whyd
o youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript? 
Aminimumof3-4 sentences may be required for 
this part. 
 

The study's innovative use of an underutilized crop and a by-product from juice production demonstrates 
a promisingapproachtofooddevelopment.Focusingonthepopularconfectionerymarketforchildren further 
enhances the potential impact of this research 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

Iproposeincorporatingtheterm'Development'intothetitletomoreaccuratelyreflectthefocusoftheresearch.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinthis 
section? Please write your suggestions here. 

While the abstract provides a comprehensive overview, it could be enhanced by incorporating more 
specific 
technicalterminology.Insteadofusinggeneraltermslike'better,'consideremployingmoreprecisephrasessuc
h as 'significantly higher/lower' or 'increased/decreased.' Additionally, highlight the most significant 
findings rather than simply stating the presence of observed results. 

 

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript 
appropriate? 

Thesubsectionunderphytochemicalanalysisiscurrentlypresentedinaletterformat.Tomaintainconsistency 
with the preceding section titles, it should be reformatted into a more standard heading style. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific 
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyouthinkthat 
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnicall
y 
sound?Aminimumof3-4sentencesmayberequired 
for this part. 
 

Themanuscriptgenerallyadherestosoundscientificprinciplesinitsmethodologyandresults.However,certain 
aspects of the experimental procedures could be presented with greater specificity. Additionally, the 
discussion section should delve more deeply into the implications of the findings and provide a more 
comprehensive comparison with relevant literature. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave 
suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Whiletheexistingreferencesaregenerallyadequateforthesubmittedmanuscript,themethodology,results,and 
discussion could benefit from further elaboration and support through additional scholarly sources 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable 
for scholarly communications? 

 
 
Thetoneandterminologyofthewritingshouldberefinedtoalignmorecloselywithacademicstandards. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  Needsimprovementonthemethodology,andresultsanddiscussion  
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PART  2: 
 

 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, 
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. 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 details) 
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