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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 offers a significant advancement in the field of plant biology and cytogenetics. Study demonstrates how food additives affect plants, which also may affect humans as well. While food additives are generally considered safe for consumption, some evidence suggests otherwise. This study successfully reveal the reason “why” food additives are not that safe, though it claimed as safe.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, 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 last sentence in the abstract seems vague. “Stricter regulatory limits, clearer labeling, and public education are recommended, particularly in settings with high consumption of processed foods.” Please consider changing.
· Please mention the least and the safest food additives according to your study. And what about the concentration? Please consider to mention
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
· The manuscript presents the data accurately which are the data that can be obtained from the methods provided in the manuscript. Methods are appropriate. Authors also use relevant citations with the latest publications to support the findings in this study. 
· Authors elaborate the background clearly, showing the importance of this study. The conclusion is sufficient to conclude this study
· The data in this manuscript are well-supported with relevant references to strengthen the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, this manuscript has sufficient references. 
	

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

	Yes. However, some parts could be improved. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	· Please mention the novelty of this study, also what is your recommendation about using food additives? In what concentration is it gonna be concerned?
· “...tap water to obtain three different concentrations for treatment,” in the method, please mention the concentration.
· How did you measure the aberrant cells and RGI? What is the parameter?
· Did you observe all parts in the microscope? Please mention how you observe in the microscope.
· Please consider revising the conclusion. Conclusion should be concise and conclude this study. Is the result the aim of the study? Please mention in your conclusion.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No
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