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	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 is important to the scientific community because it provides experimental evidence on how packaging characteristics, specifically container color, influence the stability of bioactive carotenoids in palm oil under real sunlight exposure. The findings contribute to food chemistry and packaging science by demonstrating a simple, low-cost strategy to significantly reduce nutrient degradation in carotenoid-rich oils. Moreover, the study bridges laboratory-based carotenoid stability research with real-world storage and distribution conditions common in developing markets. These insights can inform future research on protective packaging materials and guide industry practices aimed at preserving nutritional quality and functional properties of edible oils.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Alternative Title :
Effect of Polypropylene Container Color on the Stability of Lutein and Zeaxanthin in Palm Oil under Sunlight Exposure 
	

	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.


	Minor revisions are recommended to improve clarity and conciseness. The abstract could be strengthened by briefly stating the sample size/replication level and the sunlight exposure conditions (e.g., duration per day) to enhance methodological transparency. Some repetitive phrases regarding degradation and protection can be condensed, and excessive statistical detail (multiple p-value statements) may be reduced to maintain readability. No major additions are required, but tightening the language and streamlining the results would improve the overall quality and impact of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct, and the experimental approach, analytical techniques (HPLC with PDA detection), and statistical framework used are appropriate for evaluating the stability of lutein and zeaxanthin in palm oil. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are adequate in covering foundational work, but they would benefit from additional recent and more directly relevant citations from the last 5–7 years to strengthen the context on carotenoid stability, packaging effects, and photodegradation mechanisms. Including recent studies would demonstrate that the authors are engaging with the current state of research.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication and require substantial revision. While the scientific content is generally understandable, the manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, inconsistent terminology, and typographical mistakes that reduce clarity and readability. There is also frequent repetition, overly long sentences, and inconsistent tense usage, particularly in the Results and Discussion sections.

To meet the standards of an international peer-reviewed journal, the manuscript would benefit from professional English language editing or thorough revision by a fluent academic English speaker. Improving clarity, conciseness, and consistency in terminology will significantly enhance the manuscript’s overall quality and ensure that the scientific contributions are communicated effectively to the scholarly community.
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