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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.


	Jaggery is very important value-added products of sugarcane and Indian traditional food product. This is very important aspects of research. During winter season it is produced, stating from Nov to March in every year in the Sugarcane belt in India and is very popular in Inda.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	ASSESSMENT OF JAGGERY BUSINESS IN KARNATAKA & IMPROVEMENT THROUGH IMPLEMENTATION OF GOOD MANUFACTURING PRACTICES 
	

	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 of the article should be rewritten. In the abstract, there should be introduction with justification of the present work followed by materials and method. Thereafter, few highlighted results and one or two concluding remarks. But in the present abstract all are mixed and no clear message.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This is an important aspect, but scientific validation is lacking 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References sufficient and somewhat recent but most of the referent are not available in the web site.
	

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


	Language is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscripts needs serious rewriting, addition of suitable feedbacks and corrections which are suggested in the reviewers comments. 
In ABSTRACT Section

food-grade cooling molds- what is the meaning? Not clear

Shelf-life evaluation under accelerated storage (40°C, 75% RH)-why it is required, and details are mentioned how to calculate/evaluate accelerated storage? 

INTRODUCTION

Microbial Contamination Profile-some more information may be added for clear understanding. 

Physical and Chemical Hazards-more explanation is required, how it affects quality during production of jaggery?

Storage Deterioration and Shelf-Life Issues should be explained more for clear understanding.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
· Structured questionnaire based on 15 key GMP parameters and FDA guidelines used are to mentioned in the manuscript or may be attached as an Annexure for clear justification & for reader clear understanding.

· Detail method used are to be added for Shelf-life evaluation under accelerated storage

· 2.2 GMP Implementation Protocol
One traditional jaggery unit was selected for complete GMP upgrading as per FSSAI recommendations [39,40]. Total investment: ₹37.5 lakhs, allocated to: what is that in method section, is it utilized & where from fund source etc. should be clearly mentioned.

· GMP samples: 50 samples (1 kg each) were collected monthly over a 12-month cycle from the upgraded unit following a standardized protocol- how samples are collected though out the year as Sugarcane is available only from Nov-March and most of the jaggery units are operation only for few months?-Give your justifications.

· Ethical Approval-why it is needed?

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
· Table 1. Baseline GMP Parameter Compliance in Traditional Karnataka Jaggery-these references used are not relevant with jaggery units-give your justifications.
· Microbiological quality at Day 0 - Total Plate Count-why at Day 0 -give your justification. 

· All the figures mentioned in manuscripts are not explained & is that figures essential-provide justifications.

· Rewrite the results and discussion for further clear understanding.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
· Should be very specific and mention only few justified recommendations. 

· Conclusions should not be to long and it should conclude with one or two remarks. 
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	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)
I hope not required as there is no animal studies are included in this manuscript.
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