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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 scientifically sound and presents novel insights into coconut sap vitamin profiles with clear implications for nutrition and industry. After addressing the minor comments and clarifications on method validation and discussion expansions, this work should be suitable for publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
	

	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.


	Yes, it is.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is.

	

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

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


	The manuscript meets the expected standards for English language quality in academic publishing and allows readers in the field to engage with the content confidently.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor revision in following comments.

Introduction:

1. Provides a strong background on coconut production globally and regionally, justifying the focus on vitamin profiling the sap in Côte d'Ivoire.
Materials and Methods:

1. Sampling and sap collection are well described, ensuring reproducibility.

2. Revise the subheading format, and ensure consistency in spelling throughout the manuscript.

Results:

1. Please use precise and concise language to relay numerical results, statistical significance, and key trends.

2. Report only the data and observations obtained without interpretation or speculation. 

3. Clearly report statistical results including test used, significance levels (p-values), and relevant coefficients or test statistics to support claims of meaningful differences.

Discussion:

1. The discussion predominantly highlights findings that support the results. Including more about studies with differing or conflicting results, and explaining potential reasons for discrepancies, would balance the narrative and demonstrate critical engagement.

2. Some themes are repeated excessively. Streamlining repetitive statements would strengthen the clarity and professionalism of the writing.

Conclusion:

1. Some content reiterates points already detailed in the Discussion; refining for conciseness would improve impact and readability.

2. Explicit mention of study limitations and clear suggestions for future research or applications would enhance the conclusion’s completeness and forward-looking perspective.

References:

1. Review capitalization in titles to use sentence case for article and book titles but italicize journal titles correctly.

2. Standardizes presentation of DOIs/URLs (either all hyperlink blue and underlined or plain text).
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