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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 offers a comprehensive overview of the valorization potential of pineapple waste, highlighting its significance in advancing sustainable practices within the bioeconomy.The emphasis on transforming waste into valuable bioactive compounds aligns with global sustainability goals, making this review highly relevant for scientists, policymakers, and industry stakeholders interested in waste valorization and circular economy strategies. The manuscript significantly contributes to the growing body of knowledge aimed at sustainable resource utilization and environmental preservation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is not explicitly provided in the references, but based on the content and focus on pineapple waste valorization, an appropriate and suitable title might be:

"Recent Advances and Strategies for the Valorization of Pineapple Waste in Sustainable Bioeconomy Applications"

This title clearly reflects the manuscript’s scope, emphasizing recent developments, valorization strategies, and sustainability aspects related to pineapple waste.
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive but needs to be improved. 

Few Suggestions:

· Add a brief mention of specific key bioactive compounds (e.g., bromelain, phenolic acids).

· Highlight the environmental and economic benefits of pineapple waste valorization more explicitly.

· Include a sentence about the potential global impact or relevance of the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with well-supported references and detailed descriptions of valorization techniques. It accurately covers bioactive compounds, extraction methods, and sustainable applications of pineapple waste. Minor corrections in terminology or data presentation may enhance clarity, but overall, the information aligns with current research trends. The content is credible and scientifically valid.
Fewer suggestions w.r.t improvisation:

· Clearly distinguish and specify the types of bioactive compounds, such as phenolic acids, flavonoids, and dietary fibers, to avoid ambiguity.

· Use consistent units of measurement (e.g., mg/g, mg/L, % w/v) when presenting data on bioactive compounds, waste quantities, and extraction yields.

· Provide contextual details for figures, such as waste generation volumes, to clarify their relevance.

· Standardize terminology when referring to extraction methods, choosing between phrases like "advanced extraction techniques," "extraction methods," or "extraction protocols" for uniformity.

· Maintain consistency in referencing sources, either by fully naming authors or using abbreviations throughout, to improve clarity in citations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are generally sufficient and encompass relevant recent studies up to 2023, covering various aspects of pineapple waste valorization
	

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


	The language and English in this review article are clear, precise, and appropriately formal for publication, effectively conveying complex scientific concepts.
	

	Optional/General comments


	NA
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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