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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.


	The research is relevant in adding to the body of knowledge. As a researcher myself, knowing how the different treatments and replications affect the biochemistry of Aonla is an added information that can be used for further research or validation by other researchers. For stakeholders who are related to consumer behaviour and economic impacts, this study will help address consumer concerns (example in health) or processors (cost of producing the product considering the different treatments and replications).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can still be improved: “Assessment of Value Adding Treatments and Replications to Aonla (Emblica officinalis L.) Candy”
Reason: To be clearer that treatments and replications were assessed in this study.
	

	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 may be improved by highlight on:

1. the need to conduct the study, 

2. the methods used, and 

3. the implications of this study to Quality, Consumer Appeal, and Profitability (based on the intentions provided in the Introduction section of the study)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, it is suggested to:

1. Add discussions about are those “standard methods and parameters done in analyzing biochemical properties” (under Materials and Methods),
2. Not only focus the discussions between T9 and T1 but also provide highlights/results of the other treatments (under the Results and Discussion),

3. Provide discussion or results in relation to answering how this study will help improve Quality, Consumer Appeal, and Profitability,

4. Include in the Conclusion section how this study will help improve Quality, Consumer Appeal, and Profitability. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. References are sufficient and was correctly cited in the Results and Discussion
	

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


	Yes. Some few observations for improvement:
1. last sentence of the Materials and Methods section: The method for biochemical properties analysis is followed standard method….
2. The presentation in the Results and Discussion sections is monotonous or repetitive. It would be better if the author provide variations in how the paragraphs are being discussed without veering away to the results of the study.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an achievable or manageable major revision.  
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