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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 manuscript is important as it containes some important information about the important for the region and worldwide production of the important nutrient – coconut water. The mineral content and nutriciuos factors such as phenolic compounds, ascorbic acid, antioxidants etc. contribute a lot to the worldwide trade and agriculture of this important plant cultivated in Bangladesh.  
	

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

	More or less suitable.
	

	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.

	No, not really. It is better to write all the minerals’ content and important components for nutrition: ascorbic acid, phenolic compounds, at least that are already mentioned. Otherwise it looks like not comprehensive. Also, I suggest to remove brackets. In brackets there is usually the content that is not useful for the reader. Are your figures not useful?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodological part as well as the results part are rather poor. But the poorest is the description of AAS method used in the study. There are many types of AAS, each of them uses different lamps, cathod and anod, and different methods of sample preparation. There are many standards for different elements. Which method of AAS is used? Which standard? Who is the manufacturer of the device used for measurements in your study? At last, there are mistakes in the wavelengths designated for the minerals estimated. The validation of analytical methods used such as linearity, limit detection, range, limit of quantitation, accuracy, precision should be described as well. Otherwise there is such a feeling that the authors just took the figures from the literature. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. It is pleasant to see that the authors could work well with the literature. Or the AI could work well?
	

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

	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments

	If the authors could provide the appropriate information for the AAS method used in the study and answer to the questions that I designated above – so it will be fine. 
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