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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Coconut inflorescence positively contributes as a nutraceutical due to its agffluent
composition of bioactive compounds, including vitamins, minerals, and antioxidants. Its
extended use, beyond just ordinary food, e.g., in promoting health and preventing diseases, has
made it a valuable ingredient in both traditional medicine and modern functional foods. This
protocol refinement for the development of coconut inflorescence powder with acceptable
moisture content and superior sensory quality showed to be an useful methods for the effort to
make it a better food component

No corrections are mentioned in this part. Thank you for your valuable
comment.

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

Yes itis

No corrections are mentioned in this part. Thank you for your valuable
comment.

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.

To enhance focus, consider adding a brief overview in the introduction and summarizing key
points at the end of major sections.

Thank you for your valuable comment. A brief overview is added in
the Result section before subheadings on page no.3. | agree with your
comment. In this section itself, a paragraph summarising the key
points is already mentioned on page no. 6 (paragraph just above
Table.2). In the discussion part, a paragraph describing the key points
is also mentioned (page no. 9).

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes

No corrections are mentioned in this part. Thank you for your valuable
comment.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The manuscript presents a comprehensive original article of protocol refinement for the
development of coconut inflorescence powder with acceptable moisture content and superior
sensory quality. It revealed a new approach which showed to be an useful methods for the
effort to make it a better food component.The manuscript is technically sound and contributes
valuable insights into food processing. It is scientifically robust due to its effort to standardized
protocol for the development of CIDS and improving its physical and sensory quality.

No corrections are mentioned in this part. Thank you for your valuable
comment.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Yes No corrections are mentioned in this part. Thank you for your valuable
have suggestions of additional references, please comment.
mention them in the review form.

Minor REVISION comments Yes No corrections are mentioned in this part. Thank you for your valuable

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

comment.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)

The declaration that no generative Al technologies have been used is
highlighted in the manuscript.
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