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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 presents a timely, analytically robust examination of a major food-safety concern with broad implications for public health and regional economies. It brings together ethnobiological perspectives with current biochemical and microbiological findings to clarify the pathways involved in the detoxification of bamboo shoots. By integrating evidence on antinutritional constituents, microbial succession, and longstanding fermentation or processing practices, it offers a substantive resource for specialists in food science, nutrition, and ethnobiology. Its attention to sanitary, standardized production frameworks highlights its importance for advancing food security, reinforcing local processing industries, and supporting the safe commercial development of traditional fermented foods
	

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

	The title is appropriate for the scope of the manuscript and effectively captures its central focus. It provides a clear description of the subject matter and incorporates the primary thematic elements addressed in the study.
	

	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 is complete, but it could be improved for better clarity and impact. The first sentence about the ‘traditional knowledge system’ is too general and does not clearly connect to the topic of bamboo shoots. It would be more effective to begin by introducing fermented foods or bamboo shoots directly. I recommend revising the opening so the main subject is immediately clear.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically robust and its arguments are well supported by current literature. The discussion of antinutritional factors (such as cyanogenic glycosides, phytates, and protease inhibitors) along with their biochemical actions, is accurate, and the section on lactic acid bacteria associated with fermentation is well substantiated. However, the organization of the early sections presents a major concern: portions of the ‘Introduction’ read more like material that should appear under a ‘Traditional Knowledge’ section, and the subsection on bamboo shoots repeats information already provided. A substantial restructuring of these initial sections is advised to improve coherence and logical progression.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is appropriate and incorporates both classic sources and recent studies through 2024, providing solid support for the manuscript’s arguments. The citations effectively substantiate the key points discussed. To further strengthen the work, the author(s) may consider adding research that quantitatively evaluates how various traditional processing techniques reduce specific antinutritional factors.
	

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

	The manuscript’s language is mostly appropriate for academic writing, but several sections contain grammatical mistakes, unclear wording, and unnecessary repetition that need thorough revision. 

For instance, the phrase beginning with ‘The collective, intergenerational wisdom…’ is unnecessarily cumbersome, and the sentence ‘The microorganisms such as bacteria, yeast or fungi are responsible for transformation of foods…’ should be revised to ‘Microorganisms… are responsible for transforming…’. A detailed proofreading is recommended to enhance clarity, readability, and overall professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript offers a meaningful synthesis of relevant scientific and ethnocultural information, but its primary limitations lie in structure and language. The work would be significantly improved by:
1. Reorganization: Streamlining the introductory sections to establish a logical progression from general fermented foods, to bamboo shoots as a representative case, to the issue of antinutritional compounds, and finally to the role of traditional knowledge and fermentation in mitigating these factors.
2. Comprehensive Language Revision: A detailed, line-by-line edit is needed to correct grammatical problems and improve clarity throughout the manuscript.
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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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