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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 study is valuable to the scientific community because it shows how everyday fruit waste can be turned into clean, renewable bioethanol, helping to reduce pollution while creating new energy sources. It also offers a simple and affordable approach that communities can adapt to produce biofuels locally from materials that would otherwise go to waste
	

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

	Yes, but here is a suggestion as well
Production of Bioethanol from Tropical Fruit Waste through Alcoholic Fermentation
	

	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 gives a clear overview of what was done and what was found, but it could be made more focused and engaging. It would be helpful to briefly explain why the study matters, such as its role in promoting clean energy or reducing fruit waste. Including a few key numbers about the alcohol yield would make the results stronger. Some of the detailed descriptions of color and taste could be shortened to make room for this. Ending with a clear sentence about the real-world impact of the work would make the abstract more complete and appealing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mostly scientifically sound, but a few areas need correction and clarification. The fermentation process, yeast choice, and sugar tracking are valid, but the alcohol estimation method is misapplied—the “probable alcohol” formula should not be used for the final distillate. The study lacks quantitative validation such as yield calculations, replicates, and statistical data. Some methods, like hydrolysis conditions and fermentation temperature control, are not clearly defined. Lastly, results should include measured ethanol concentrations rather than inferred values. Addressing these points would make the work more rigorous and scientifically reliable
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is partially sufficient but needs cleanup and modernization. There are duplicate entries, some unrelated citations, and a few missing core references on ethanol analysis, fermentation standards, and dehydration processes
	

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

	The English in the manuscript is understandable, but the overall presentation would benefit from editing to make it more suitable for scholarly communication. Some sections include unnecessary bulleting and repetition, which interrupts the flow and gives the paper a report-like rather than a research-article feel.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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