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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Abstract- could be modified as some of the beginning statement doesn’t have clarity. And 
please do check for grammatical error too. 
Introduction- end statement of introduction describing multiple uses of coconut water 
should be revised to give clarity.  
 
(The tall type cross-pollinates as it is highly cross-pollinated after the pollination occurs the 

nuts of the tree matures within 12 months.) This statement should be revised. 

Isotonic benefits – the things mentioned in the paragraph doesn’t have any clarity.  
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 INTRODUCTION- Opening statement about coconut tree can be revised to give a good 
impact for readers. 
 
Anti- cancerous activity few more references could be added here. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The title and content of paper doesn’t match as the content of paper is talking on general 
aspects of coconut water benefits, and very less detailing on traditional use if could be re 
titled it would be better.   
 
Overall sentence construction can be improved.  
It s a robust type paper. 
 
Would suggest for revision of whole manuscript  by adding more references. 
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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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