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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 study fills an important gap in the literature by revealing the detailed nutritional and phytochemical composition of a poorly studied wild fruit such as Calamus erectus. The results demonstrate that the species possesses strong antioxidant and functional food potential due to its high phenolic and flavonoid content, which is of great significance for public health and nutritional sciences. Moreover, the study provides a scientific basis for the sustainable utilization of underutilized plant resources native to the Eastern Himalayan region. In this respect, the research constitutes an important reference for future studies in the fields of nutrition, nutraceuticals, and rural development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	• It accurately reflects the content of the study (nutritional + bioactive characterization).
• The species name and geographical origin (Sikkim) are clearly stated.
• It conforms to the descriptive and academic title format preferred by SCI journals.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, clear, and accurately reflects the main findings of the study. The combined presentation of nutritional content, mineral profile, and phytochemical constituents, along with the emphasis on the functional food potential of the species, represents a major strength. In particular, reporting the carbohydrate content, energy value, and total phenolic and flavonoid contents with numerical data enhances the scientific rigor of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and consistent in terms of the methods employed, data presentation, and interpretation of the results. The use of well-established standard analytical methods such as AOAC, Lowry, and Folin–Ciocalteu for proximate analysis, mineral determination (ICP-MS), and the estimation of phenolics, flavonoids, ascorbic acid, anthocyanins, and carotenoids supports the scientific reliability of the study. Performing the experiments in triplicate and presenting the results as mean ± standard deviation are also statistically appropriate. However, clarification of a few minor issues (e.g., clearer expression of the units used for mineral results, verification of possible typographical errors in fibre analysis temperatures, and correction of minor spelling/grammar errors) would further improve the scientific clarity and readability of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, reliable, and appropriate to the subject of the study.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication; the terminology used is appropriate for the field and the scientific expression is mostly clear. However, there are occasional minor issues throughout the text related to grammar, tense inconsistency, word choice, and sentence structure.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study makes a valuable and timely contribution to the growing research on underutilized wild fruits, particularly Calamus erectus, by presenting a combined evaluation of its nutritional, mineral, and phytochemical profiles. The work is well-structured, methodologically sound, and fills an important knowledge gap regarding the nutraceutical potential of lesser-known Himalayan fruits. With minor revisions involving language polishing, clarification of certain methodological details, and the inclusion of more recent references, the manuscript would be suitable for publication in a reputable academic journal and would be of interest to researchers in the fields of food science, ethnobotany, and functional nutrition.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No significant ethical issues have been identified in this manuscript. The study was conducted solely on plant material (fruit samples) and does not involve human participants or experimental animals. In addition, the analyses were performed using standard laboratory methods, and the procedures applied are clearly described in accordance with the literature. However, for ethical transparency, it would be beneficial to include a brief statement in the “Materials and Methods” section indicating that the necessary legal permissions for plant sample collection were obtained.
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