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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 Ms lacks scientific rigourness, however upon revision, it may be acceptable for publication. A major issue I noticed is the correct identity of the black rice that it was procured. Mention details of it, production year, origin GPS data etc. this all significantly correlated with its level of photochemical constituent
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	To use the term indigenous, the origin of the black rice must be validated, else you can refine to fit accordingly
	

	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.


	Include authenticity of the black rice including year of it production or harvesting/ packaging.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To certain extent it is ok, but need lots of improvement
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ok, But I suggest to include some more citations to compare your data specifically, not for general statement of certain characteristics importances.
	

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


	Ok, Let the author to declare the AI assisted writing as I suspect.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Ms requires major revision and complies of the authenticity of black rice origin, year of harvest etc
1. Provide more about the black rice variety, authenticity, certificate of origin, package information etc.

2. Describe method in short, including minor modification(s) if any in the determination of dietary fibre content

3. Provide the digestion or refluxing process to substantiate complete conversion of polysaccharides of monosaccharide units. After depolymerization whether neutralization was done? And whether standard glucose was used to calibrate?

4. Why methanol was used in defatting? Why not hexane or pet ether?

5. 
Provide methodologies in detail, including m/v ratios, whether basic condition was neutralized? Is it 720 nm that you have measured the blue complex formed in the solution, whether standard was run using pure amylose?

5. Describe methodology of amylose to amylopectin ratio determination

6. In Ca determination, the method is a modified version of Sadasivam & Manickam (1992), cite them. Whether standardization was done? if any provide

7. In P determination, this is the sample preparatory protocol, where is the method of P determination?

8. For thiamine, Provide the details of the method in brief mentioning the wavelength at which abs was recorded and mention standard calibration if any

9. Provide methodology in brief for Fe estimation

10. for sizing mention caliper

11. Sec 2.3.4 is redundant delete it

12. Starch content is too low? Check date of packaging of black rice this will give idea of harvesting and milling period of it. Whatever that’ why in the beginning, I have asked the black rice details of its procurement. Defend it

13. In table, one or two variance is enough

14. overall, in the Ms file, check for additional comments
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