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PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	This manuscript provides a comprehensive and well-referenced review of cocoa butter polymorphism and phase transitions, integrating compositional chemistry, crystallization behavior, analytical techniques, tempering, and fat bloom mechanisms. The scope is ambitious and largely successful, particularly in connecting molecular-level triacylglycerol behavior with industrial chocolate quality outcomes.
The review demonstrates strong command of classical and contemporary literature, especially in polymorphism classification, TAG phase behavior, and fat bloom control. However, the manuscript would benefit significantly from clearer synthesis, stronger critical analysis, and improved structural and stylistic coherence. At present, parts of the manuscript read as an extended literature compilation rather than a critical review.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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
	

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

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Occasional grammatical issues and awkward phrasing reduce readability. Some statements are overly general (e.g., “improve functionality,” “good cocoa butter”). Then, professional language editing is advised, and also please replace vague descriptors with quantifiable or mechanistic language.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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