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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 is important as it elaborate current knowledge on the nutritional potential and wide-ranging beneficial products obtainable from coconut. It also  provide a roadmap for coconut utilization,  reducing postharvest losses, and driving tropical region economic growth
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable
	

	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 not comprehensive enough as it lack clarity and flow. Sentences are incomplete and awkward e.g. line 3 (the aim of the review is to nutritional potential). Insufficient academic tone, redundancy and overgeneralization was also observed. No single key words was written.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but, following adjustment are necessary.
· The section on nutritional composition, value added and health benefits should be separated with subheading and probably table format for nutritional data.

· Improve language and clarity

· Compare coconut milk with similar functional foods, highlight the challenges, and suggest future research direction
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but not properly cited e.g. (Chauhan, Archana, Singh, Raju, & Bawa, 2014).
 Some references are not complete. Also use of “&” instead of “and” in multiple authors citation was observed.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	There is need for improve grammar flow and avoidance of redundancy for readability.
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