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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This study is very interesting. It concerns the extraction, characterization and use of a blue pigment called Delphenidin in the food industry. The exploration of Delphinidin aligns with the increasing demand for clean-label and sustainable products, offering a health-conscious approach to food colouration and addressing concerns associated with artificial additives.

However, there are certain remarks concerning the format, the results, and the interpretation that also need to be verified and modified.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is 
	

	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.


	The abstract of the manuscript is comprehensive but the author must add the main results found 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The structure of the manuscript is scientifically correct, but there are certain parts that must be cited and well explained in the methodology section and not in the results and discussion section like:

-TLC separation 

- Spectrophotometer Analysis 

- Colorimetric Analysis 

- FTIR Analysis  
- HPLC

- Nutritional Analysis

- Stability Analysis

- Application
Author must explain all this title in the methodology section 


	

	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
	

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


	Yes, it is but there is some repetition like: 
Pigment solution of pigment (page 11) and other that author must reverified 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In addition, there is some contradiction in the presentation of the result also in interpretation:

· Results of spectrophotometer and colorimetry analysis must present in curve format.

·  What does it mean OD Value in figure 3?
· You can just add the functional groups in FTIR spectrum, also we see spectrum not graph for FTIR.

· We see HPLC chromatogram not graph

· The numbers (retention time) in the chromatogram must be removed.

· Why two y axes in the HPLC chromatogram
· In the party Nutritional analysis author sayed: Table 2 presents the results of the nutritional analysis for Samples but table 2 presents result of Heat Treatment and I don’t find the result of nutritional analysis.
· In application of this pigment in mojito author must give the result of nutritional, microbiology and sensorial analysis to confirm the possible application. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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