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	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 impact of artificial ripening techniques on the nutritional and phytochemical quality of powdered avocado pulp is highlighted in this publication.  The results highlight that, in comparison to artificial methods, natural ripening retains more antioxidant activity and health-promoting chemicals.  For food scientists, dietitians, and legislators involved in consumer safety and post-harvest handling, this is important.  All things considered, the study adds important knowledge to enhance fruit processing methods and public health results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Effect of Different Ripening Techniques on the Quality of Avocado (Persea americana) Pulp Powder” is clear and informative, but a little long and general. It could be made more concise and impactful for scientific readers.
Here are a few alternative suggestions:
1. “Comparative Study of Natural and Artificial Ripening Effects on Avocado Pulp Powder” 
2. “Effect of Artificial Ripening Agents on the Quality of Avocado (Persea americana) Pulp Powder”
	

	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.


	Although your abstract is strong, it may be strengthened by: 1. Including a brief introduction outlining the nutritional significance of avocados.  2. Clearly identifying the tested ripening techniques.  3. Adding a few significant numerical findings to bolster the scientific merit.  4. Cutting the conclusion short to cut down on repetition.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although there are some problems that need to be fixed, such as missing values in several tables, duplicate flavonoid tests, and incomplete formulas, the manuscript is largely technically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the references are pertinent, they are neither recent nor entirely adequate.  The paper would be strengthened by including more recent research on avocado nutrition, ripening techniques, and food safety (2020–2024).
	

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


	Although the article's language is comprehensible, it is not entirely appropriate for academic discourse.  Grammar needs work, and several sentences are lengthy, repetitious, or casual.  It will be up to scholarly standards after being edited for clarity, conciseness, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	All things considered, this is a useful and well-organized study that tackles a significant issue in nutrition and food science.  Minor adjustments to the techniques (complete formulas), findings (fill in missing numbers), and references (include recent studies) would improve the text.  Additionally, language refining is advised to enhance academic tone and intelligibility.  The article has a decent chance of being published after these changes.
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