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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.


	The manuscript titled “ASSESSMENT OF MINERALS, PHYTOCHEMICALS, PROXIMATE AND VITAMINS CONTENT OF Musa acuminata TREATED WITH DIFFERENT RIPENING AGENTS” (Ms_AJBGMB_137764) provides an investigation into the effects of calcium carbide (CaC2) and African bush mango on the ripening time and nutrient content of Musa acuminata. However, the manuscript contains numerous errors that require attention. I have outlined several key points in the “Optional/General Comments” section that the authors need to address thoroughly. Furthermore, the manuscript lacks a coherent structural framework. I believe that these issues can be resolved through a comprehensive revision and professional support to enhance its overall coherence. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes [But, scientific terms should be in “Italic”]
	

	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 term "preclimacteric stage" should be changed to "pre-climacteric stage."


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript significantly lacks a structured framework. The results and discussion sections do not reflect the findings of the research; instead, they offer a general discourse on botanical and phytochemical topics. Furthermore, the manuscript does not adequately address the botanical and phytochemical significance of the research subject. Overall, a thorough revision of the manuscript is necessary.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The entire Introduction section should be revised, restructured, and updated with current references to enhance its clarity and coherence.


	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	I appreciate the authors for their efforts, but this manuscript contains a few contradictions, which are mentioned below section wise:
Abstract Section

· The term "preclimacteric stage" should be changed to "pre-climacteric stage."
Introduction Section

· The botanical and phytochemical description of Musa acuminata should be included.

· The entire statement, "Though this practice reduces post-harvest losses of fruits, such as bananas, especially during transportation... such as skin diseases, cancers, neurological disorders, and organ failure (Krishna et al., 2017)," is repeated twice in the introduction section. Repeating the same information in the manuscript does not add value.

· The entire section should be revised, restructured, and updated with current references to enhance its clarity and coherence.

Statement of the Problem

· Authors should clearly specify the heavy metals and define the problems associated with using artificial ripening agents, particularly their impact on human health. Unfortunately, the authors missed the main objective of this section.
Materials/Methods 

· “They were cut and separated into four groups (A, B, C, D), each made up of eight banana fingers of approximately the same size. The size of the cut or diameter should be mentioned in the methodology.”
· Authors kindly mention the full form of A.O.A.C. (2019).
Determination of Moisture Content 

· The formula for the percentage of crude fibre should be rewritten with a full description of the abbreviations.
Determination of Crude Fat 

· The formula for the percentage of crude fiber should be rewritten with a full description of the abbreviations.
Determination of Carbohydrate Content

· The formula for the percentage of carbohydrate content should be inserted with a full description of the abbreviations.
Determination of Vitamin B1 Content

· The reference for the implemented method is missing.
Determination of Vitamin B6 Content

· The reference for the implemented method is missing.
Determination of Vitamin C Content

· The formula for the Vitamin C Content should be rewritten with a full description of the abbreviations.

Figure 1 missing the full description of the abbreviations.
Result and Discussion Section
· The results and discussion included a description of the phytochemical components, but lacked an analysis based on the research conducted.
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