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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 addresses the interesting topic discussing the fruit with certain food nutritional and medicinal value. It also contributes to the beverage development. However certain areas needs to be improved before consideration of publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but the word capacity could be replaced by activity sounds more professional.
	

	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 too brief it should be expanded by adding some more from methods
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the methodology lacks clarity in the no of samples, replicates and statistical interpretation. no of controls and comparison gaps are there in the study. Sample and control preparation methods must be added and independent experiments done to be added in this study to show reproducibility.
Many other factor are neglected during the experiments that must have ability to interfere with the fermentation that is ph, oxygen exposure, temperature control, duration consistency.

The manuscript only mention ANOVA without specify the sample size, p value threshold.

In the result section the discussion repeats only literature review but not interpret data critically. Author must compare their data and show their biological relevancy with study findings.

Slight issues have been identified in the table alignment, figure caption & inconsistent units, so minor formatting issues must be resolved for the better understanding.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Mostly references used were previous not within last five years. Antioxidant activity methods were too old methods of 1979,2005. 
	

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


	English must be refined for clarity
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major revision required
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