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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 scientifically interesting because contain a relevant research about the cashew apple. Thanks to the nutritional composition cashew apples can be valuable raw materials for the novel food products. The ways for reduce the astringency can increase usage of this raw material various kind of food and enrich it with vitamins and minerals. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of article is 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.


	The abstract if the article is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically and correct.
	

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

Yonemori, K., & Matsushima, J. (1985). Property of development of tannin cells in non-astringent fruits of Japanese persimmon and its relation to natural deastringency. Journal of the Japanese Society for Horticultural Science, 54(2), 201–208. https://doi.org/10.2503/jjshs.54.201
It should be replaced with a newer one. 
	

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


	The quality language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is desirable to expand the introduction and indicate the previous research on this issue.
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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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