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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The paper analyzed some nutritive chemicals and non-nutritive components with ripe and
unripe DT fruits. At first, the title is not clear and not correct expression with the research
topic. The authors should give exact conclusion about the benefit of ripe and unripe DT
fruits. Although, the paper analyzed some nutritive components and some secondary
metabolites as well as minerals, no obvious valuable significance were found from these
data. Any plants or horticultural products have their unique chemicals and have their
special application potentials including DT. We disagree that conclusion “the consumption

function” with the present study. In abstract part, Arsenic element should be expressed as
As instead of Ar. In summary, the paper have no obvious novelty in the related field.

of DT fruits can boost metabolism, reproductive function, neuronal function and antioxidant

Title modified

Exact conclusion has modified
Ar changed to As

Significance has been stated.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

No ethical issues
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