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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 paper is important to the scientific community, as development of innovative foods is one of the most preferred methods for alleviating deficiency of any particular nutrient at a mass level. The general population has also developed a heightened interest in traditional foods and their implications on health. the findings aim to support local processors, self-help groups, and cottage industries engaged in fruit preservation. This research bridges the gap between traditional processing and modern scientific validation, laying the groundwork for evidence-based product development in the nutraceutical and functional food sectors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the article title correlates well with the content of the article. If the authors find it suitable, title can be modified to “Quality Analysis of Fruit Candy Preparation from Different cultivars of  Aonla”
	

	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 is comprehensive and covers all the relevant details. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be suitable for the study topic. Some suggestions are- 

1. Words from the vernacular language, like Aonla, tulsi  can be italicized. 
2. The last sentence in Methodology needs to be worked in terms of language. 

3. Methodology should be more comprehensive. The standard methods used for biochemical estimations should be at least listed, if not described and proper references should be given.

4. In the results section, data can be better presented if organised in tables or presented graphically. Statistical analysis of the data has been provided for the total sugar percentage. What about other parameters like moisture, Acidity and ascorbic acid?
5. Though Discussion includes work of other studies, it does not include any possible reason behind the differences in biochemical parameters of the 3 cultivars


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References and intext citations are sufficient and recent.  In-text citations need to be cross-checked, with the journal style. 


	

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


	All the paragraphs in the results start same line- A perusal of the data reveals that ….. Such repetition makes the article monotonous to read. Can be rephrased.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper can be considered for publication after minor corrections.
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