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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 manuscript provides a broad overview of anthocyanins in mulberry (Morus spp.), highlighting their potential as natural antioxidants and functional ingredients across several industries. Given the increasing demand for clean-label, plant-based bioactives, this review contributes to an important and growing area of research. Its comprehensive nature makes it accessible to both early-career researchers and professionals interested in the phytochemistry and functional applications of natural pigments. However, to maximize its value to the scientific community, the manuscript would benefit from deeper critical analysis and the inclusion of more recent, high-impact research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The existing title is explanatory enough and self-evident though a little lengthy and general. This could be simplified and narrowed down to: Suggested Title: In Mulberry (Morus spp.): Phytochemical profiles, health benefits, and application prospects (Anthocyanins in Mulberry (Morus spp.): Phytochemical Profiles, Health Benefits, and Application Prospects). 
	

	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 provides a good overview of the manuscript’s content and scope. However, it leans toward promotional language and lacks a critical tone. Consider revising to:

Emphasize specific findings (e.g., dominant anthocyanins, quantified ranges).

1-Remove generic claims like "valuable resource" or "health-promoting potential" unless explicitly supported by data.

2-Add a brief acknowledgment of current challenges (e.g., stability issues, bioavailability limitations) to better balance the narrative.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically accurate in its factual content and explanation of anthocyanin structure, function, and uses. However, it lacks critical interpretation of the literature, comparative analysis between studies, and discussion of methodological differences in anthocyanin extraction or quantification. Furthermore, health claims should be more carefully qualified, especially when based on preliminary or animal studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the manuscript includes foundational references, many are outdated (e.g., pre-2010). Recent work (2020–2025) on anthocyanin bioavailability, metabolomics, encapsulation technologies, and regulatory developments is largely absent and should be incorporated. Suggested areas for new citations include:

1-Advances in nanoencapsulation for anthocyanin stabilization

2-Clinical studies on anthocyanin-rich diets and metabolic health

3-Recent comparative studies on anthocyanin profiles across Morus species or cultivars


	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but certain sections read more like promotional or textbook content rather than scholarly discourse. Overuse of phrases like “health-promoting” and “functional potential” weakens the academic tone. Sentence structure and transitions could be improved for clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This review has the potential to be a valuable reference for those working with mulberry and anthocyanin-rich crops. To reach that standard, the authors should enhance the depth of critical analysis, incorporate more recent and diverse literature, and maintain a more objective scholarly tone throughout. Including visual elements (e.g., biosynthetic pathways, comparative graphs of anthocyanin content by cultivar) could also strengthen the manuscript’s clarity and impact.
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