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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 review article provides an overview of system wide “omics” approaches to understand and exploit fruit ripening in economically relevant groups. It focusses on small RNAs and nicely integrates results collected in different field and at different levels (gene, protein, metabolic pathways). The article is incredibly well written and easy for even a non-expert to understand a d follow.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. No chnges suggested or needed.
	

	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.


	It is fine.

I strongly urge the authors to provide a list of definitions to appear use=der the abstract. A nan-expert can easily get a little lost or frustrated if they are not well0verded with these terms. A quick glance at the list would immediately avoid this frustration.

Also, while I understand gene names and many techniques have many abbreviations and this is unavoidable, other abbreviations should be minimized. They should also be used consistently/

In many places small RNA is overeducated a sRNA and in others it is not. I suggest just writing out small unless it is so common in the field this seemed odd in which case carefully give the review another read and make sure it is sRNA each time.

The same is true with transcription factors. I do not think this needs abbreviating, but in some places, it is written as TFs.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. It is also up to date.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper is well refenced and I have no suggestions here. The authors are experts in the field and I admittedly am not.

	

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


	The paper is very well written. I noted a few small comment below that may imorove the read. It is up to the authors if they want to fix these though since they are minor.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Plea Introduction

Paragraph : The paragraph starts saying related to climatic ripening and ABA to non-critic. Ethylene discussed nicely then a sentence on auxins appears seeming out of the blue before ABA is defibbed. This is jarring and makes things hard to follow. Either make the connection to auxins or delete the sentence to improve the flow.

Minor: in vivo should be italics on. “The yeast two-hybrid (Y2H) system is a cost-effective, in vivo method for…”

Last Paragraph: I urge the authors to change words synthesize. Has a much different meaning to Bioorganic Chemists who would likely be interested in the study. State it is to: summarize”, “proved a compressive account” or something similar 

Section 2.1

Upon reading this I realised that I am unclear as to the difference between climatic and non-climatic fruits. Even though it is mentioned in the introduction. It seems it relates the the role of ethylene or ABA. Why the word climate though? From the listing of the fruits, it does not appear to meet relates to the climate they grow in.

If the authors feel this question I too naïve to address they can simply ignore it If it is easily addressed a line in the introduction fare may add to the article.

“Emphasizing the critical role of auxin-ethylene crosstalk, where a decline in auxin levels in the pericarp tissue   as a permissive signal for the system-2 autocatalytic ethylene burst.” Autocatlytic makes no sense to me does this just mean that it is produced without a hormone? If so what triggers this? Perhaos a refernce is needed or anther sentence to explain what this is exactly.

“…transcription factors EIN3/EIL1. These regulate the expression of ERFs…” What are ERFs?

Section 2.2

Add “which” “…pectin methyl-esterase (PME) which catalyzes 
se excuse my own typos. Wanted to return this in the four day window:
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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