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PART  1: Comments

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

	
	
	Artificial
	Intelligence
	(AI)
	generated
	or
	assisted
	review
	
	

	
	
	comments
	are
	strictly
	prohibited
	during
	peer
	review.
	
	

	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.
	What Good to the write-up
- Solid coverage of microbial groups (LAB, yeasts, etc.)
- Introduction of applied potentials (fermentation, probiotics)
- Reference to metagenomics (that’s modern and appreciated)
- Mention of influencing factors (cultivar, storage)
	

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







	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.
	Replace: Mulberry (Morus spp.) fruits host diverse microbial communities including bacteria, fungi, yeasts, and lactic acid bacteria (LAB), which significantly influence fruit health, postharvest quality, and fermentation potential.


With: Mulberry (Morus spp.) fruits harbor a wide array of microorganisms—including bacteria, fungi, yeasts, and lactic acid bacteria (LAB). These microbial communities influence various aspects of fruit physiology, from health and shelf life to fermentation capabilities.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No
	






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

Yes



Optional/General comments                  The topic: microbial ecology of mulberry fruit is an emerging area with strong implications for plant health, post-harvest quality, and nutraceutical value. While also for the abstract; the content is rich and well-organized. But with me a quick critique to help and sharpen it up both technically and academically: Sentence Overload (Too packed); several sentences carry too many ideas at once, which can weaken clarity.
1. The scientific name of the plant Mulberry should be in full if there is a specification; if not, the write-up should elucidate and explain some species that are unique and associated with the study. The species name should be provided or added to clarify the plant being worked on.
2. In the abstract part, the acronym LAB should be written in full and abbreviated in parentheses when used at the beginning of a sentence or paragraph. While also, all the abbreviations were found in the write-up.

3. The word “postharvest should be consistent in writing, either ‘postharvest or post-harvest,’ to unify the write-up.
4. Some of the citations are old; I suggest current or recent research or articles should be used in obtaining accurate ideas.

5. All the citations that include et al. should be italicized.

6. The content of the write-up with this interesting title is too minimal. The author needs to expatiate and give
more details in each of the heads and subheads provided in the write-up.



7. Lack of Proper Citations: This is a review-style academic write-up, but the author is not referencing any study or source. The author should also support his
write-up with more citations. It seems the author used a computer-based machine writer.

8. The format of the writing reference list used by the author didn’t support any acceptable reference format. The author should look into that and take the necessary measures and action.

9.  Most of the references are old, and the sources cannot be found. The author should review and work more on the manuscript.

10. Missing logical flow between sections: There’s a jump from LAB to yeasts to metagenomics to cultivar influence, all good points, but the transitions are abrupt. Consider grouping them into subthemes like microbial diversity, fermentation and functional foods, and ecological & biocontrol roles.

11. There is inconsistent terminology used by the author. You mention both "mulberry" and "mulberry-based fermentations" but never mention what form (e.g., juice, pulp, wine). Clarify that. Also, when saying “probiotic food design,” be more specific. Are you talking about drinks, yogurts, or supplements?

12. Too General at the End: The last line, “Future research should focus on strain-level functional genomics and microbial interactions to unlock novel



applications...” This is good but too generic. Specify a bit, e.g., "such as designing starter cultures for fermented mulberry beverages or developing microbial consortia
for natural preservation."
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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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