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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 addresses a critical and timely public health and food safety issue - the effect of artificial ripening agents on the nutritional and sensory quality of fruits. The work contributes valuable data to the growing body of literature on the risks associated with non-conventional and hazardous ripening methods such as calcium carbide and paracetamol. Given the widespread use of such agents in many developing countries, this study provides scientific evidence that may inform consumer behavior, food regulation, and public policy. The findings also highlight potential nutritional losses and toxicological concerns, thereby urging further research and stricter control of artificial ripening practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is suitable and accurately reflects the core focus and scope of the study. It clearly indicates the subject (plantain), the variables studied (proximate and sensory properties), and the key interventions (paracetamol and calcium carbide as ripening agents).
Suggested Alternative (optional):
“Nutritional and Sensory Impact of Paracetamol and Calcium Carbide Ripening Agents on Plantain (Musa paradisiaca)”
	

	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 provides a concise summary of the research aims, methodology, and key findings. However, the following refinements are recommended: explicitly state the method used for statistical analysis; briefly mention health implications in one sentence; add 1–2 conclusive sentences to better connect the results with practical relevance (e.g., consumer health or shelf-life).

Suggested addition at the end:
“These findings underscore the need for consumer education and regulatory action against the unsafe practice of chemical-induced ripening.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is largely scientifically correct and methodologically sound. The use of standard AOAC methods lends credibility to the analytical techniques. The sensory evaluation followed acceptable protocols, and statistical analysis was appropriately applied using ANOVA and Duncan's test.

However, minor clarifications are advised: the justification for choosing one tablet of paracetamol per plantain finger needs referencing or elaboration; the health implications of paracetamol residues in food should be elaborated upon in the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent and relevant studies. Notable works from 2019–2024 are cited, covering both food chemistry and public health aspects. Suggestions for additional references: A study on residue analysis of paracetamol in food systems could enhance the toxicological relevance; Include recent regulatory reports from WHO or FAO regarding food adulteration and fruit ripening safety.
	

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


	The language is understandable and mostly suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound, addresses a relevant and important topic, and is based on standard analytical and statistical methods. It presents original findings that make a valuable contribution to the field of food safety and public health, especially in regions where artificial fruit ripening is a concern.

However, to improve the overall quality of the manuscript, some minor revisions are recommended, including:
– Providing justification for the selected methodologies (e.g., the dosage of paracetamol);
– Expanding the discussion on potential health implications and limitations of the study.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’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)
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