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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 manuscript brings together comprehensive information on the nutritional value, processing technologies, and diverse product applications of coconut. It highlights how value addition can create economic opportunities for farmers while reducing agricultural waste. It also emphasizes the potential of coconut as a functional food and industrial crop, making it highly relevant to researchers, entrepreneurs, and policymakers in tropical regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is a bit long and repetitive e.g., “value addition” and “product diversification overlap meaning. The ff are just suggestions:

1. Coconut Value Addition: Nutritional Properties, Processing Technologies, and Product Diversification.
2. Beyond Copra: Unlocking the Nutritional and Economic Potential of Coconut
	

	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.
	Grammar/phrasing: “The aim of the review is to nutritional potential… (should be ‘…is to highlight the nutritional potential)
Missing structure: does not clearly state background  aim  scope  significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in content but it reads more like an extended compilation of coconut uses rather than a critical, analytical review. Strengthening the structure,
refining the language, and adding deeper discussion of research gaps, innovations, and future directions would make it more robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient in number and partially recent. It will strengthen the manuscript if older citations will be replaced with recent ones (last 5 years)
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript demonstrates clear organization and relevant content, however, the overall language quality falls short of scholarly standards. Several sections contain grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and informal
expressions that reduce clarity. At times, the tone shifts toward promotional or descriptive language rather than maintaining the objectivity expected in a scientific review.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript addresses an important topic with comprehensive coverage of coconut’s nutritional value, processing, and product diversification. However, improvements in language quality, updated references, and deeper critical analysis would strengthen its contribution as a scholarly review.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	





Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _Hlk207966481][bookmark: _GoBack]Annabelle C. Flores, Industrial Technology Development Institute, Philippines
