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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.
	It is important in regard to the significance and clarification of bioactive components.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	“Pigmented Rice: A Potential Reservoir of Bioactive Molecules” This title can be considered as an alternative. The direct sentence form is not deemed appropriate.
	

	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 summarizes the study, but there are errors in grammar and punctuation.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not up to date. It is particularly important to have current references in review studies. Otherwise, it invalidates the study.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	There are grammatical and punctuation errors, such as the use of “and” after a comma. These need to be
corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Although the study topic is generally interesting, the manuscript has structural deficiencies. The section headings should be supported by up-to-date references. In
particular, Tables 1 and 2 should include studies from the last five years, or at most the last ten years. Figure 1 could be improved, as it appears overly simplistic for a scientific manuscript. There are inconsistencies in font size and type throughout the manuscript. Additionally, structural inconsistencies as well as punctuation errors are present.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 details)
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