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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

I appreciate this manuscript because it bridges the gap between agricultural practices and food 
processing, improving the process of converting fruits into consumable products. This 
manuscript contributes to the scientific community as it provides insights into the post-
harvesting of aonla and ways of determining the nutritional value of converting that fruit into a 
consumer-ready product. 
 
Please elaborate more on the study, the economic and market relevance of the research, linking 
the fruit's qualities with its market potential, such as how improving the processing of aonla 
can make it more marketable and reduce postharvest losses, aligning with consumer demand 
for nutritious, medicinally beneficial products. 

 

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

  

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. 

I advised adding some points in the section, such as the economic and market relevance of the 
study. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The structure is appropriate, and the subsections are explained for easy understanding by the 
audience. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript seems scientific and technically sound, providing information that can be used 
for processing and evaluating aonla.  It is supported by statistical analysis and sensory 
evaluation. The experimental design uses analytical techniques such as ANOVA to interpret the 
data. 

 

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

I noticed that the study includes references from 2009, 2012, and 2013. I advise that the 
researcher use more recent literature/studies as references. Some sources appear out of date, 
and it is advisable to include articles from the last 5 to 10 years to support the claims and 
statements made. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Yes, I just noticed a few spelling errors. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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